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PREFATORY DISCOURSE. 

c ON tAinIko some 

Thoughts ^n the Use and Importangk 
< - i){ Theological Controversy* 

F it were to be determined by a ge* 
neral ballot, what particular clafles 
of writers fliould be condemned to ever- 
ilafting iilence, polemic divines would in- 

* b^ honoured with the firft ma- 

... ■ ■■ ,t 

jbrity. ■ 

: Irhey would, in the iirft place, be 
tfrpfcribed by the members of their own 
lacylty, among whpm the fedate and 
orderly fons of difcreti<Mi, are for ever 
declaring their aveifion to a|l religious 
disputation, as dangerous to eccleiiafti- 
Cal foundations, blefling their ftars that 
the repofe and emoluments of an efta- 
blifhm^iit, have fct them above the 

a temptatiofit 




[ ii ] \ 

temptation of feeking their bread or 
their fame, out of the beaten track of 
authorized and orthodox confeffions faj. 
With thefe would a^ee ftatefinen and 
politicians, whole plans and enterprize's 
might be srievouAjr embarrafled by the- 
ological difquilition, of which hiftory 
^fiords multitudes of eiampks (b). 

: ^ . Lawyers, 



[a) A certain logenious .writer hath indeed infinuated 
*£ately, that fome pious fathers wouM probably exert them* 
lelves in this pro\rince> " if the drudgery of controverfy 
*' were not too offcioujfy taken out of their hands'*'. Moral 
znd political Dialogues, p. 75. Does this gentleman mean 
that thefe officious drudges fliould ftay for the licenct of their 
pious fathers, as was the cafe in the reigns ef the Jamesn 
and the Charleses ? One pious father I could name,* who 
when tiiefe dialogues were publiihed, w^ ftill living^ an 
honour and an ornament to the bench he fat u^on» not 
only entertained different fentiments^ but did not fcruple to^ 
publiih them to the world, in one of |he ftrongeft and moft 
aSeding pleas for the liberty of the prefix that the preient or 
perhaps the laft age has feen. And I would willingly hope 
lie may have left behind him pious fathers of the fame gene- 
rous way of thinking. 

• {h) Folitici qui f ape e&gmata vera a falfts, fahtbria a noxiH 
mn mrunt diftinguert^ omnia nova SufpeBa habent* Grot, in 
jldf. xvii. 6. *' lalhis maxim [vtz. that the *grand points 
^^ of Chriftianit^' oi^t to be taken as iitfallible revelations} 
** all bigotted divines and free-thinking politicians agree 5 
•* the one for fear of difturbing the eftabliflied religfon; the 
other left the difturbance Ihould prove* injurious to tficir 
adminiftratjan of government." Note upon a letter of 
Bolingbroke to S'wift in. Pa^/s Works, Vol. IX.- p. 121. edi 
17 5 3. One would imagine the author of this note would 
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Lawyers, Phyficians, and Pkilofb- 
phers of different clafles, might perhaps 
forefee little or no inconvenience in de- 
bates, with which their ftudies and occu- 
pations are underftood to have fo little 
connexion (c). The fuffrage of thefe 
however muft of courfe be conformable 
to the talle of their clients, patients, 
and patrons. 

have no obp^ion to the exatmnation^ and, if need be^ the 
xorre^ion of theological forms and fyftems. Common fame 
however, fpeaks ihim to be the fame perfon of ivbpm it is 
faid in another notey that, ^^ he is one of thofe men who wifh 
** to fee thingfi continue as tSiey are, and not, as the faints 
** yearn J to fee the rubbifli of human ordinances taken out 
^^ of the way/' [Moral and political dialogues, p. 295.] 
iWould not (ome people conclude from hence, that he muft 
cither be vl bigotted divine 6r z free-thinking politician F But 
-xonftflency is not the vice of xht^ moral and political writers. 
For, would you believe it? This very man vAvo thus fneers 
^ the godly work of reformation^ falls foul, in'his Pojlfcripty upon 
Hufne the hiftorian, for ** laying out half of his paiiis ir^ 
** expofing the abfwrdities of reformed religion.'* No^ 
JHum^^ pains are chiefly laid out in taxing the reformers 
themfelves with enthufiafm and fediiion. And is not this the 
very objeflion which this Dialogiji and his mafter have to' 
thofe, whom he, m derifion, cd\\s faints? And will they 
undertake to fhew that th^ faints he means go upon worfe or 
vther principfes, than our firjl reformers ? 
, (f) We- are told however that the c^A^AV Phyficians of 
France made the greateft oppofition of any others to Protef- 
fonts taking degrees in their faculty after the £di6i ofNante's, 
'Commefi la doSirine des Medecinsy fays the hiftorian, avoit de'' 
fronds inter ets a demeler avet Pherefte. Htft. dc J'Edit de Nantes, 
Liv. vi. p. 271. 
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' On another hand, the profeflbrs in 
folite literature, tlie connoifleurs in the 
fine^ and the ^dfepts in xh& finer arts, per- 
le<Stly fliudder at the fight of any thing 
that has a fcholaftic or a theological air. 
The fpedrcs of the indelicate Luther^ 
and the horrid Calvm are ever before 
their eyes, and the found of the axes and 
hammers, wherewith their difciples 
broke down all the carved work of the 
mbther and miftrefs of mufic, painting, 
and fculpture, ftill in their ears ; and if 
future debates fhould bring on a farther 
degree of what thefe zealots . called re- 
formation, who can anfwer that a fingle 
Madona of any chara<^cr might mrvive 
the ftorm (d) ? 

In one word, this general difaftedHon 
to religious controverly, is fo prevalent, 
that if we believe the monthly writersy^ 
who cater for readers of all taftes and 
complexions, there is not one ftomach 
in a; thoulahd that can digeft it. Con- 

(d) Crit. Review for Fth. 1762. p. 133. And for 'Junt 
the fame year, p. 460. And Mr. Walpole's Anecdotes of 
painting, VoJ. Ill, p. i, 2. 

troverfial 
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tifoverfial Divinity is accwdingly r^rc- 
iented in their coUe^aiphs, as ftale, infi- 
|ad, meagre and naufeons, and, in ge- 
neral, fit fqr nothipg but to be returned 
upon the hands of thofe who bring it to 
market {ej. 

There have been times however wh«i 
it bore a better charader, and found a 
more equitable and even honourable re- 
ception } for what raiticular fervices may 
be underflood by the following account 
of the age of Thomas Bechet taken from 
Mr. Demd Hume^ a witnefs in the pre- 
sent cafe, to whofe competency there 
lies no objciStion. 

{e) *' There is fcarce any fpccies of writing fo unprofit- 
** able to the public, as polemic divinity." Monthly Re-* 
view for. September 1764. p. 237. Be it known to the 
Header that one oi the two controvcrfies which drew this 
Temarft: fix>m thsfe fentimMal critics, wa$ that called the Ban^ 
goriaUy in the event of which, the death-ftroke was given to 
the principles of civil and ecclefiaftical tyranny, fo that they 
have never fince teen able to hold up tneir heads, not even 
in the ihape of an alliance^ under which a craftfman of no 
ocdin^ry fkill hath mc^e lately endeavoured to revive and re-, 
inflate them. What muft we think of the men who call 
thefe queftions nnptofiiabk p the public ? But they have al-. 
ready received their corre<5tion from an abler hand, in an ex-* 
celleilt letter, figned, HODLEIANUS in the St. James"% 
phronicle of O^Sfffirr 27, 1764. 

«* The 






« The fpirit of fuperftition was fo 
" prevalent that it infallibly caught every 
** careleis rqjifoner, much nloi"e every 
** 6ne whbfe intereft, honour, and am- 
'* bition were engaged to fupport it. 
** All the wretched literature of the 
** times, was inliftcd on that fide. Some 
f * faint glimmerings of ' common fenfe 
« might fometimes pierce through the 
thick cloud of ignorance, or what 
was worfe, the illufions of perverted 
.** fcience, which had blotted out the 
** fun, aud envelloped the face of nature. 
** But thofe who preferved themfelves 
untainted from the general contagion, 
proceeded on . no principles which 
they could pretend to juflifie. They 
** Were more beholden to their total 
^* want of inftrvK^ion, than to their 
knowledge, if they ftill retained 
ibme fhare of underftanding. Folly 
was poflefled of all the fchools, as 
** well as aH the churches, and Tier vo- 
" taries ailumed the garb of philofb- 
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** phers, together, with the enfigas of 
«' fpiritual dignities {f},"" ^ 

To difperfe, thefe dbuds of folly and 
liiperfHuony . was^ I apprdiend, fix>m the 
very fixture of the cafe, the '.proper work 
of: dieologickl. controvafy, ' aiwl diis 
^MTork, . ihiftcHT^ informs its, theological 
controierfy 'performed," Roger Bacon 
twa^ one of the iiril who fdt wn incum-- 
btance of il||KrlHttc»i, .and the: influence 
it had in . ocsntrouling all Jiis endeav#irs 
k>. propagate' learning and fdence in.^r« 
ribus branches. : He was acc(^dingly ob^ 
liged to fight his way throng many efc 
ladsliAied. follies -and ahfundities, in oider 
to inkodute ihofe amazing plans, which 
are ftill doing hoaour to his name and 
m'erhory /^. 'fjTis true, ht fo far failed^, 
tWt foperflitioii' ftill kept its; ground, 
aii!d\.^ireventie^aW ; a great, meafure, the 
J^fif!fe i# fiilJarftrtiames of eonfeiquenc^ 
fipcui iiidsfd^ Si' ioundiaticms^ tor ruil. two 
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(f) Humi% Hift.- Vol. I. p, 294; 4^^ . ^ '\ 

(g) See Bainnh [Roger] iiitide fti the BfogrJBHuin, 
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kumirecL years* At lengdi arof^ Martin 
Luthery who, bon&iiog all. his powers 
ta theological coatrbverfy,. laid bare the 
^eiftitiojik o£ the tinier to. tljea^iy ropt, 
and expofed. it in ^ ks deformity, to the 
■vieKv io£: thp whol6 world. F]K>m this 
{leriod tnie rfsligioo: and ii&fiil Je^nung 
iprufig up togethbr.'Ht; a tboufand jopen-^ 
in^,): wa^ ch^ifHed '^Jf die kindly heat 
of pd^Dbage and emulation, ^iiid pieatif 
ftitty.'w-atered hy the fiee riaude. of rati* 
onal debate, to which die ' uncontrot^led 
examination . of the fcriptixres gave .the 

'. ■:■ ''. Mr. Huixie indeed hath- iaid sMkswikat^ 
tha£ /'S the fpiarit of popiih ^ipenSiiticaa 
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r^i^ Dr. MidSkm 'is tio incotdideraSle ^uchpxl^ to odf 
^urpofeV Speaking of Bf utus'^ and^^Cicero** corfaeifpondence 
bbKlfeCtiS} ttijit, ^ 7^ the geiivin kew 'fo^ftftpd titi die 
y Piirity of the LatiA was loff, fo thefe remains which arc 
•^ riovK ni our hands,- were «<9:iially tn h^g Yi^^ t;/^# thsit 
^f^Mici^j^Vivedj; leing ^itod.J>y !P<^^f^^ tw9 ^enttf^Us' ke-^ 
^^foryt$f Reformation,** ' WhiqK lie x:oilIe.quentl)r ^bnfider^ 
ustiik epoch whence ^&t^ and ifine writitis .bqg^..to fyxfiOk 
,in Europe^ Differt. on thefe Epift, p. XI v. A book Was 
put into the Index expurgatorius, anno 1677, whh an Ap- 
pendix, De abominaifds banrbarie qua,r^ limrkrinm nmu^i^-' 
T-HERUM^^iiirr^r, 'Sec the Ror«an .ladcx of Bf^ia 
XIV, publifhed in the year 175?. p'. 182. at ihe .w^aI 
MITTERNACHT, 

^^ was 
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" Was fid hindrance to the introdudioii 
-** of literature, or even of liberty fij.'^ 
But reconcile tlus Mrho can, with wha£ 
he hysy p. 286. of the volume ahready 
cited, viku " that ti^ prevailing opini- 
ons and ientiments . of the age [of 
Beckef\ were matter of principle aiiid 
** confcicnce/' In that cafe furely, thejf 
tnuft continue to keep the mindl in the! 
darkneis and fkveiy above defcribed^ till 
they were refuted and exploded ; and 
that they never were to any 'purpbfe till . 
the time of Z/Zi^^^er's reformation. If 
Mr. Hume thinks iit to contrkdid: hini^ 
' felf, it is -nodiing to mc. There are cer-^ 
tain feafons when authors lofe the fenfa*- 
tion of their own prejudices, :and then 
it is you may follow them with the 
greateft'fafety. The pafiage I liavie cited 
from Mr, Hunte^ concerns a period of 
time, when the jnroteftant r^ormjiticlt 
was out of fight, when Mr. Hume per-* 
haps thought not 6f it ; when the force 

(i) See the mafterly Letters oh Mr. Hume's Hiftory* 
prihted for S«n<k' mi DSitabl/m at EcHnburgh ijs&. Letters 
IV and V. 
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©f truth extorted from him a reprerenta>- 
tion, which his averiion to our firftRefoi> 
jners was not at hand to controul. 

A more recent critic, who is otfier- 
vwife difpofed to do- our firft Reformers 
ftill juftice, feems to me to have blamed 
tbem in the wrong place, by not diftin- 
guifhing fiifficiently betwfecn the effeds 
of ecckliaftical tyranny, and the effedb 
of thofe controverfies to which that gave 
gave occafion^ 

The Calwiniftical principles of th«„ 

Genevan difcipline, he tells us, tended 

to inipire a perfecuting fpirit: pole- 
" mical writings conduced to inflame. 
*' religious difpofitions (k).^^ 

And is not this equally true of the 
epif copal principles of Engli/h difcipline, 
and of the inflammatory pokmic wri- 
tings in our own country an hundred 
years after Cahin was in his grave ? And 
were there no impr^Faements going for- 
ward during that whole century ? The 
honefl: truth is, that thefe very contro- 

(i) See the Critical Review for July 1764. Art. h p> 8.- 
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verges firft ftnick out, and, in due time, 
perfeded thofe noble and generous prin- 
ciples of religious and civil liberty, which, 
top probably, without thefe ftruggles, or 
fomething of the lame fort, would hard- 
ly have been well underftood to this very 
hour. It is to the controverfies about 
the G^^/2-^fcipline, that we owe the 
dSbrts of the excellent Caftellie to difgrace 
die infernal dodbrine of punifliing here- 
tics capitally. And though it may be 
faid of him, magnis tamen excidit aufis^ 
yet did not his documents ftarve with 
him*, but being bred and gradually 
nourifhed by certain choice fpirits, be- 
came ftrong enough, in the next cen- 
tury, to bring the great patron and prac- 
tifer of the vile do6b-ine in our own 
country, to the block. ^ 

Our Critic goes on. " The contefts, 
** ran high between the Papifts and the 
" Lutherans .; and the rage of contro- 
verfy took place of calm reafbning, 
candid enquiry, and cool difquifition." 






* Cajlettio^ after his difmiffion from Geneva^ lived an4 
((lied at BoJU vd the utmoft poverty. See BajU'i Dictionary. 
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Tliis is Wfitiiig backwards. But no 
jnatter -, let us attend him.. It would 
\^ very obliging if this gentlemaft would 
inform us where all this cah^ reafomng^ 
candid mquityr and cod ' difquifitim were, 
to be fotuid', before the conteft between 
the Papifts and the Lutherans commen- 
ced. If they had not /i&^»-exifl:ed, the 
rage of controverfy could not th^n take ' 
place of them. If calmnefs and candor' 
were theii commcMi things iii mens dif- 
quilitions, in what inftance, we requeft 
to know, were they fiapcrfeded by the 
rage of controverfy ? When Luther firft 
attacked Indulgences, puWicly, by p(^-» 
ing up his Theifes, he declared, that 
calm r-eafomng and candid inquiry into 
tiie truth, was -all he aimed at. To this 
Maimbourg bears • witnefe, as well aa> 
^Isidan- and ^eckendorf (/). And the 
truth of it, is confirmed by the calm and 
even fubmoiliye letters he wrote to the 

(/) Non pas, drt il f i. e. Luther] pour les '[Thefes] af-.- 
furcr et Ics loupentr comme veritabUs, mais feulement pour 
les examiner (dans une difpute reglee, a fin qu'on put 
s'ecizircrr de laverke. MainA.Wm. Ludt. Uv. i. p. 31^ 
^[nian, lib. (. p, i, 2. S^tkendorf. lib. i. p. 24. 

,A ^ Pope, 



Pope, the Archbifliop of Meht%^ and" 
the l»ihop of BroHdenhurgk The riagef 
of controverfy, it is owned, bqgsm on • 
this ocjcafion, by the fUry d Ectm and 
Prierfos ; and whatevet* this learned cri- 
tic may think, if , theie men, and their : 
feflows had not been, followed and- ex*' 
pc^ed in their owii way, in a^ hnmasi 
prohabiiity, every advantage Hvhkh tte 
vrriter of this d^y himfelf afcribes to ther: 
prpteftanlt reformation, had been difep- 
•poiiMjed, r : f 

*^ But though^ continues, our critic^ 
<f the virulence of thefe diffmtants rc- 
** tardtedi for . a time, the prcgrcfe of • 
<* arts,, fciences, and bcUe» fettres, yet 
*? fbme extra<Mdi^ary geniiffcs adorned 
'f the 15 th century, whole en%htcncd 
*< underftandings ^rmounted *ll ob-: 
*' ftacles." 

In what one inftanee, can it be pare- 
tended, that the virulence of thefe dif- 
putants retarded, the progrefs of arts, &c' 
for a lingle moment ? Luther himfclf at" 
Icaft isinnoceiit of die charge,, who was 
a connpiffeur in mufic 5 not only a per- 
^ former 
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fonner, but a fkillful . compofer {f»). 
And one of his domeftic concerts, where 
Luther himfelf prefides is the fubjed of 
a capital picture by Ttiian now to be 
fSben in Scotland («). He was alfb an in- 
ingoiious dejtgneryoi which a remarkable 
inflance is prdferved by Sleidan {o). And, 
as Dr. Jortin expr(^s it, facrificed to 
the Graces in fome elegant latin veries (^) ; 
aid all this in the midft of the rage and 
virulence of controverfy, of which he 
bore the greateft biirden every way. 
How many thoufand artifls and philo- 
ibphers were there in thofe days, to 
whofe progrds thefe difputes did not, 
could not give the leaft interriiption ? 

But who, after all, were thefe extraor- 
dinary Geniufes, who, va. (pite of pole- 
mic divinity, adorned the 15th century? 
Will the reader beUeve that the only in- 
ftance produced is our SHAKESPEARE ? 

— * 4 

. {m) .Seckendorf^ Kb, i. p. 21. 

{n) In the colleftion of the right hon'*^* the Earl of Kin* 
?ioul at DttpHn Caftle. 

{o\ Sleiian. Com. lib. xvi. p. 344. fol. 

{p) Life of Erafmusj Vol. I. p. 126. and fee Sukendorf^ 
lib« ill. p. 165* where there are fpecimens. 

who 
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who was not bom till half of the 1 6th 
century was run out ? With the like want 
of precifion are 5^fl», Raphaely zxniHol- 
bein referred by this writer to one asnd the 
£une period ; and the pleafantry of it is, 
that fuch men as Shakefpeare and Hol^- 
bein fhould have oH^acles thrown in their 
way by polemic divinity ! 

Many others of the fame caft with our 
critic have retailed thefe random cen- 
lures on theological controverfy, agaihft 
whom however we can appeal to writers 
of the firft eminence, who have had the 
candour and the confcience to acknow- 
ledge that fcience and literature are in- 
debted to it for fome of their moft valu- 
able improvements, " But then> lay 

our contemporaries, it was but as 

fcaffoldingy which the building being 
'* fo far advanced, may be Jpared, and 
''the finifliings executed to better ad-; 
" vantage without it," 

All in good time. Are you fure that 
fcience and literature, in their prefent 
ilate, niay not ftill be beholden to the- 
ological difquifition^ even in the inferior 

province 
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-province of fcaffolding ? There may tie 
ibme infignificant. fortt of literature, the 
farther improvement xrf" which would ixk 
^uit "^he coft : and it would be abiiird 
to (ay that tliedog^) as a fcienoe^ hat& 
a nece^y or immediate connesckxi with 
.'all other branches of k^^rniiiKg of more 
importance. What I plead ] is tlii«. 
While debate ' and examinatidn arc al- 
lowed and countenanced in matters of 
religion, which is of the highcft con^ 
cern, there will be no danger that the 
dobr (h&uld be 'fhut againfi inquirers 
intomatterl of another nature ^id ten- 
dency. But if the popular rel^ion 
fhbuld once be iettkd into an uncon- 
troulable form, confider the coniequence* 
Syflem, whether compiofed. of popifli of 
protdlant materials, is fyftem ftiU ; the 
child of pride and avarice, juid the fond- 
ling of tyrants, hypocrites, and bigots. 
By thefe, fciencc and literature of all 
kinds have ever been fufpe^d, as un- 
favourable td orthodox foundations. 
Who knows what the fon* <^' gcftiu* 
may ftrike out in our own, or in iiiturei 

times ? 
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times ? Woiild you put it in the power of 
thofe who patronize the fyftem in vogue, 
to check thefe- efforts by the naiTow 
bounds they at6 difpofed to prefcribe ? 
Be provident therefore, if you will not 
be grateful. Encourage examination and 
rational debate for your own fakes . Keep 
open the door for others that it may not 
be ihut againft yourfelves (r). 

" But modern controverfy is dull, 
trifling, unimportant, and infipidj and 
what is ftill worle, carried on with a 
rudenefs and acrimony highly offen- 
five to politenefs, and fomctimes to 
common decency; and particularly 
fcandalizing in -the clerical order, 
where the gi^iateft number of polemic 
writers are to be found." 
But who are the greateft fufoers by 
dull, triflingVinfipid performances ? fure- 






(r) '' Learning owes its flourifhing ftatc^to the pr^fi^ 
and as any branch of learning may chance to be con- 
neSed with feme fcheiAe of policy, the rcftraints of ^tW-^ 
ccnft or intprimatar^ would cramp and fetter ing^ntou* 
** minds to fuch a degree, that they \^ould compofe them- 
^^ felves to rdl, and legve learned and curious difquirition$9> 
^' for fuch puerilities in literature as cannot offend." £J^' 
9n thi Liiirtj (ff thi^ Prefsy ^ag. 40, 
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W either the authors, or the retaflo-s of 
them ; but moft commonly the former. 
And would you enyy fuch men the pri- 
vilege of gratifying their vanity, at a fort 
'of expence which of all others brings 
them the foonefl: to repentance ? Is there 
any fear that capable and judicioijs read- 
«^s fliould over-rate fueh writers ? And 
have not others as much right to indulge 
tiieir tdfte ias you or I ? In the mean time 
there are writers in the fame province of 
real merit. Let all of them have a fair 
trial, and a candid hearing, and pro- 
fcribe the blockheads as foon 2& yon 
will. 

The wrath, acrimony, in£)lence, and 
dogmatic fpirit of fome eontrbverfial 
writings are, we own, indefenlible. 
They are not pardonable in thofe who 
Jiave the beft cauie in the world, and arc 
in other refpe<5i:s, the ableft defenders of 
it. Nevertheless, thde are, in fome in- 
ilanccs, neceflary evils ; in others they 
will admit of extenuation. In fome 
men, an eager fpirit is a fault of confti- 
tution. From others even good men,,. 

• angr^ 
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angry or (atyrical expreffions may be 
forced by juft provocation, " If any 
" where (fays one of our Great Grand- 
" fathers) I have ufed more fliarpnels 
than is pleafing to men who would 
have all polemical writings managed 
"- without pallion, I ifhall only fay that 
the Di's. (Heylmi) hard grating, hath 
fharpened my flyle, and made it more 
keen and piercing, than I could have 
allowed myfelf to ufe towards a good- 
^^ natured adverfary. *Tis almofl morally 
^^ impoffible for him who contends with 
*^ a fiery and furious antagonifl, not to 
^ be fbmetimes a little overheated/' If 
the hands of every writer were to be tied, 
who does not keep within the ftri^t bounds 
of Chriflian moderation and lenity, I 
know fbme individuals of other clailes, 
who would be as impatient under there- 
flraint as any divine of. them all. And 
whff fhould divines be obliged to fet an 
example, which writers on other, {libje<9ts 
are not obliged to follow ? 

Mr. BayJe, in one of his fits of candor, 
finds fault with Mr. Clatfde for faying, 

c 2 in 



In excufe of Luther\ intcmporate ftyle, 
that, ^^ Perhaps 'there was fome particu- 

^ ^^ lar neceflity, at theJiimc of the refor^ 

^^ mation, to emplo]f th& ftrongeft ex- 

^* preffions to awaken jnen from that pro- 

^^^ found flumber, iti v^hich they had lam 

' ^^ fo long/' Whereupon :Mn Boyle ob- 
fervcs that, " becaufe €jq^ is pleafed 
*^ fcmetimes to make ufe of iuch inilru- 
^^ ments, it will not follow that violence 
^^ an4 paflion are commendable, upon 

* ^^ pretence that the corruption of the 
^^ world needs the harflieft treatment f.^J.^'^ 
I apprehend Mr. Claude did not think of 
commending Luther's paffion and vklence ; 
0n the contrary, he wifhes he had been 
more temperate in his writings. So da I^ 
if his intemperance, upon any occafion^ 
led him into calumny or falfehood j which 
however in defcending to particular in- 
rtances, would beat a difpute (t). For 

thq 

(s) Bayle's DiS. Luther [T] 

(t) For inftance, where he fays Jarom Alexander was born 
a Jew. Others had' faid- To before Luther ; and though Aiex^ 
(ihder^ in refuting this imputation, infifted upon being de- 
fcended ffoqi the MarquiiTes of Ifirie^ yet; it was faid^ thai . 

family 



the reft, if the times want]edXa/Zwr,,tfaey 
wanted liim with all his appurtenances ^ 
HOT could his zeal, or what is called his 
intemperance, have bden ^r^dj without 
ivanting the Keformatian too (u)^ 

But estfy intemperate writer ia. not « 
'ijuther^ lior iiitituled to the &me allow- 
ances. Let us therefore freely con%i 
all paflionate polemics, to thofe. officess 
of juftice iA. the tepuhlic of Leojcrs^ 



fiunil]^ knew nethiag ofhiriiis and Mr« Ba^e himfelf i^obK<% 
ged to .kavc tfie matter in uncertainty. Diii. Alexander/ 

(») Mdcbm Adan% having infinuafed that Luther iriidit 
ftavt made greater pfoflciency m his yoirtKful' ftadifes thatmr 
didu jf he had n[iet with {H^of!^ nxii^rs^ zM»^^St firU^ W 
lentendam vehementiam tiatura^ mittorajludia vera^" pbtlopphlay 
iy cuta ft^rmanda ornkonis' prcfulffinU - V'it. IMA4 ^ 102'. 
Luther Uttdied the fcri^tuxes with, the uCmoft atKHtion. and 
jiffiduity, and wanted no he^ps td underftand" tfrem "which 
th^.**jJP. aflSe^rded. If tjii^ 6:u3dy coi^d mrt ^rr^. any hlawe- 
able vehemence in Luther* % nature, what true philofiphy might ♦ 
thatbe which would have done the bufmefs more effed^Mauy ?» 
With xii^eSt to thp eveiit, it was nucich abetter as it was. 

^ How fit a more femper ate and polite fcholar would have 6eea 
for the vwJrk Luthef v^tt^ through^, rtiay ,be cjonjeftuire*}, by* 
confidcring the condu£l of Erttftnus^ wliio, with' all Luther*^ 
cOrtvicSions upon his mind-, couH never briifg himfeJf nearer 
a Feformation than ibme fajtyrical ftrofeea upoif the ftupidUy 
and -impoftures of Monkei;y, fevqre enough indeed in fome 
iillftances, but of no great figniflcanca ffOHi^ the pen of fi|ch. 

^ a* writer, who idolized the Pope and the great churchmen of 
his time, the patrons and upholders of every religious abufe 
a^d ccMrnij^jHoni - with-the.moft al^e£i adalauon. > . ^ ^ 

who, 
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who, to give them their due, are not 
flack in bringing ofienders of this kind 
to condign punifhment. 

After all, may there not be a fittic 
afledation in this general clamour againft 
warm and iatyrical disputants ? Is human 
nature ib totally mortified in all tholb 
who pretend to be {candalized at this 
way of managing controverfy, that they 
immediately throw by every book which 
has any fprinklin^ of Attic falty or even 
of Roman wortrnwodf I oricc knew a 
very great and good man who was inge- 
nuous enough to acknowledge, He had 
greatly profited by fome books in which he 
Jhmld hardly have read three pages ^ ' if 
they had not been enlivened by a fort of 
fpirit by no means allied to Cbrifiian tneek- 
nefs. 

But the moft provojdng circumftancc 
in this cafe is, that numbers of writers 
complain of this offenfive acrimony in 
others, who are much lefs faulty than 
themfelves (w). Thefe fhould never be 

looked 

(w) " Vit (Voltaire) is always talking of rcafon, huma-' 
^' oity^ forbearance, and mildne& : he is always lamenting 

« the 
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looked upon in any other light, than ast 
jeeking apologies for indulging their own 
licentious genius, at the expence of much 
better men than thcmfelves, who never 
, gave them the leaft pretence fpr retalia-: 
tions of this kind : of which fome very 
ftriking examples might be imxluced. 

Perhaps if one were to enquire ftridly 
into the cauies why certain refcripts, of 
no fmall intrinfic merit, and on no tri- 
fling fubje<5ks, have met with ib cool a 
reception in the world, it would be 
found that the gentle, modeft and pad- 
iac manner, in which , the authcxrs of 
them have delivered their ientiments,^ has^ 
contributed more than any thing elie tQ 

^ the indecent quarrels and animoilties that prevail too muck 
*^ among men of learning; and perhaps no man living a£Fs 
/^ more in oppofition to thefe pompous profeilions. He has 
' ** compofed an agreeable and witty chapter concerning 
y' printed Lies \ and no author certainly hath printed mocs 
'•* than he himfelf." Annud Regijler, 1762. p. 50- Think 
not) reader) I have gone to Frame for want of examples at 
borne. They were bold Britons wha gave occafion to the 
Foet to remark 

Tbaty Candour^ s maxims flow from Rancour^ s throat. 

Nor has any man been louder in his complaints of this forty. 
fbaa the moft abttfivi writer of our own times and country. 

their 
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their being fo little regarded (x). And 
this I take to have been the cafe with 
that particular queftion on which tie 
cnfuing papers are empioyed. Dr. Lawi 
Appendix is fo drawn up, as not to give 
the leaft ofiencci either to thofe who 
hold the contrary dodh-ine upon tfae 
credit of the church, or to' any parti- 
cular writer who hath explained his own 
fenfe- of the matter to the public. Mr* 
Pickard'^ firft. and fecond Obfervations,- 
as well as his Anfaoer to Fleming., are 
patterns of politenefs and moderation, 
as well as of folid reafoning and good 
fenfe. Yet have they both been treated 
with the vileft calumny, attended with 
the moft abfurd as well as hafeft infinua- 
tioris. And though their adverfaries ar6 

(x) A pregnant inftance of this, h the book called Free 
^mtd candid Difquijitions relating to the Church of England^ &c. 
-to which the greateft objeftion with fome pcrfons was, the 
bumble 'gnd fubmiflive terms in wKch the authors of that 
-work delivered their fentiments and propofels, called by 
fome people, cant and whining. Thus it was of old, and 
thus 'it is ftill. There are fubjeds of the utmoft irktportance 
to the credit and advancen^cnt of true rdigion, to which>, 
whether they who handle them p^ or tn^um^ the men ^f 
this generation will pay no attention, iVhereuntu (hall they he 

the 
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the Weakeft of all weak writers, yet haVd 
they, to all outward appearance, carried 
their point ; the generality of popular 
fpeakers or writers, who have occafion to 
touch upon the future condition .of the 
human foul, adhering fHll to the fyitem of 
. a confcious intermediate Jiatey refting, as 
they ' would have it believed, upon the 
complicated evidence pf fcripture. and 
philofophy. 

. . I remember a remark fomewhere, that 
,. the generality of readers, when they meet 
. with a writer of controverfy who keeps 
; within the bounds of moderation .and ci- 
vility, and moje particularly if he ex* 
prefles the lead diffidence with refpedt to 
any part of his argument, prefently con- 
clude that liich a rnan does not intereft 
himfelf greatly for the truth of hiscaufe) 
and that confequently the matter in de- 
bate is of no elpecial importance. 

Whether for this, or foir fome other 
reafon, there is room to believe thiat this 
is the judgment that is moft cominonly 
formed of the difpute concerning them- 
terntediatejiate of man between death and 

d the 
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the relurredion. It is fuppofed to be a 
matter of indifFerence to chriftjans who 
believe a refurredlion of the dead, and a 
final judgment, in what condition the 
man, or the fouly after the death of the 
body, remains, during the interval. 

In order therefore to fhew the fkndet^ 
foundation there is for a prejudice of this 
fort, it will be necef&ry once more to 
ftate the cafe, and to examine what pre^ 
tenfions this queftion may have to the at- 
tention of the ferious, difpafllonate an'd 
realbnable part of mankind ? • 

The queftion is, whether the fcriptures 
afford any juft and folid grounds for the 
do(ftrine of the immortality of the foul of 
manj and particularly, any evidence of 
its exiftence, when difunited from the 
body, in a ftate of confcious perception ; 
and whether, in confequence of this no- 
tion, there is not a certain intermediate 
ftate of happincfs and railery for good and 
wicked men refpedlively, between death 
and the general refurredion ? 

They who hold the negative in thefe 
points, allege, that according to the fcrip- 

tures^ 
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tares, life and immortality were brought 
•to light by the Gofpel of Chrift, in a fenfe 
exciufive of all other teachers,- and all 
other revelation, at leaft from the birth 
oi Mofes downwards; exciufive likewii^ 
of all information from the Ught of na- 
ture, or the rcfult of philofopfaical dif- 
quifition on the fiibftance or qualities of 
the human foul. They infift that Chrift 
is^ the wayy the truths and the life^ fo that 
no man comcth to the father [fo as to be . 
like bimy and to fee him as he is in a future 
ilate] but by the mediatorial power of 
Chrift. That the way of coming to Gody 
in the fenfe, and by the means above- 
mentioned, is the refurreEiion of the deady 
of which, ajfurance is given unto all meriy 
hy the refufrcdion of JESUS. They hold 
moreover, that the fentence. pronounced 
upon our iirft parents, imported a total 
xieprivation of life, without any referve or 
faving to the life of the foul ; and confe- 
quently, that eternal life, or a reftora- 
tion and redemption from the confe- 
qucnces of this fentence, was effedled for, 
revealed, configned and infured to man, 

d 2 . in 
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in and through Chrift, and will 'be ac- 
compliftied in no other way than that 
fpoken of by Chrift and his apoftles, who 
have left no room to conclude that there 
is a feparate or inter7nediate Ufe for the 
foul, ,whcn difunited from the body. 

On the other fide it is infifted, that 
the human foul is immortal in its own 
nature, and capable of an adiye and cbn- 
fcious exiftence in a ftate of dilunion and 
feparation from the body. That this na- 
tural capacity of the ,foul was not im- 
paired, or at all afFedled by any thing 
that happened upon the tranfgreflion of 
our firft parents; and that the death to 
which they were condemned^ was only 
the death of the body. The cqnfequence 
of all which is, that there is, and would 
have been a future immortal ftate of be - 
ing beyond the prefent life, and (the mo- 
ral attributes of God pre-fuppofed) a juft 
retribution therein, independent of the 
dodlrine of a refurre^tion of the dead. 

Now fo far as this is the creed of be- 
lievers in Chrift, it requires fome expla- 
nation^ left it fhould feem to make void, 

or 
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or at leaft render infignificant or unneceA* 
fary fome of the capital truths of the 
Gofpel. Accordingly, divers methods of 
accommodating this philofophical theory 
to the dodrine of the fcripture, have beerj 
invented, that the/e priveleges of nature 
may not appear to tranlcend the riches of 
Go/pel-grace. The principal of which is, 
placing redempttofi^falvation^ &c. in and 
through Jefiis Chrift, in circumftances 
which either keep the ideas of Life and 
Death out of fight, or reduce them to 
mere figurative terms ; either, for ex- 
ample, in modes of purification from the 
ftains of original fin, or in certain fecret 
efFeds and influences of grace and faith 
upon the foul, or in communications of 
the holy fpirit to which man, in his unre- 
generate ^tt^ could have no title. 

And then again, left the end of a re- 
furreftion of the dead fhould feem to be 
defeated by the hypothefis of a perma- 
nent life and confcioufnefs in the foul, 
and its capability of happinefs and mi- 
fery in a feparate ftate, an inter7nediate 
conditioji is contrived, in which the de- 
parted 
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parted fouls of good men are fiippofed to 
have an . imperfeSi re\yard, and the fouls 
of the wicked an imperfeB punifhmehtj 
during the interval between death and 
the general refurre^iion, when every one 
will receive a full aild complete recom- 
penfe fpr the deeds done in the body* 

It is well known how eafily thefe things 
are taken upon truft, and how little dif- 
pofed the generality are to examine how 
far they agree with the fcriptures : and 
there is one argument, inueh infifted on, 
which feems to make examination upon 
this head, unneceflary, ^^ If a future, 
ftate, fay thefe reafoners, is but afeer- 
tained, it can be no great matter upon 
which of thefe hypothefes it is found- 
ed. Which way foever the point is 
decided, the fandions of the Gofpel 
ftand fure. , They who deny an inter- 
mediate ftate, acknowledge the refur- 
redtion of the dead, and a future judg- 
" . ment ; and they who hold a feparate 
^^ exiftence of the foul in an intermediate 
^^ ftate, mean not to preclude or fuper- 
*^ fede a. final retribution, or the refur- 

" redtion 



iC 
iC 

iC 



[ xxxi ] 

redHon of the dead. So that the mo4 
tives to virtue and righteoufnefs, and the 
difcouragements of vice and iniquity, 
taken from the certainty of a future 
recompenfe, being fecured either way, 
it is of little or no confequence which 
of thefc opinions we efpoufe." 
But might not one reafon tKus upon 
many other controverted points, fomeof 
which perhaps may be thought to be of 
much greater importance ? It is readily 
allowed that, where good chriftians bring 
forth the fruits of the Gofpel fpirit in 
their manners and difpofitions, - it may 
not always be neceffary or expedient to 
difquiet them with objecftipns to their pe- 
culiar tenets, tliough manifeftly wrong 
and abfurd ; efpecially where there is 
ri^afon to believe, that what you would 
fubflitute in the place of fuch tenets, 
would have no better effedl upon their 
moral lentiments and pradbices, than their 
prefent opinions. My charity inclines 
me to hope and believe there may be 
fbme bigotted papifts, who hold all the 
errors of tKeir church to the very.exr 
- tremes. 
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ttemes of idolatry and fuperllition, who 
neverthelefs exhibit the true chriftian 
character in their general pradlice. And 
I am likewile perfwaded that fome fuch 
there may be among the followers of 
Mahomet. 

What then ? Becaufe there are here 
and there inftances of individuals, who 
are not praEiically corrupted by the in- 
fluence of the errors they hold, is there 
no utility' or edification in expofing the 
corruptions of Popery, or the fables of 
Mahometifm ? Pitch upon any church or 
religious fociety where you will, and how 
iinall a proportion do they who ftick to 
the purely preceptive part of their infti- 
tute, without deviating into the lieenti- 
oufnefs for which their refpedive fyftcms 
of docStrine and difcipline leave room, 
bear to thofe, who, provided they are 
orthodox in their profeflions of faith, 
and conformable to ecclefiaftical forms^ 
fcruple not to follow their own appetites 
and devices, in fure and certain confi- 
dence of efcaping at the laft, by the 
means of thofe di{penfations, atonements, 

abfo- 
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lotions, &c. with which all religious fcH 
cieties are, in fome degree, provided? 

If the doctrines and prfecepts of Chrift 
are in truth the ftandards of piety and 
virtue, and the rules and directories to 
the highcft perfe<^on frail nian can ar- 
rive at in the prefent Hfe, and to the 
cbnfummatioh of his beft hopes in ano- 
ther, it muft be of the utmoft import- 
ance, that thefe doctrines and precepts 
Ihould be underftood in the very fenfe, 
as near as may be, in which they were de- 
livered by our blefled Lord, and thofe 
commiflioned by him to diipenfe them 
to the world. To preach and to propa- 
gate erroneous interpretations of Gofpel- 
dodhine, though by accideht no evil im- 
prefHons may be made by it upon fome 
few well difpofed minds, muft infallibly 
have a worfe effedt upon a large majority. 
And there are examples in the New 
Teftament, fhewing evidently enough, 
that this was the opinion of the apoftles 
and their affiftants (y)» 

0) Se^ A^s xriti. 24^ 25, said cotapin cbafK xk. 1-^—7. 

C It 
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It hats been the opinion of fome emi- 
nent men who ftudied the fcriptures with, 
great judgment, application and fuccefs, 
that ir our forefathers, who had the ma- 
nagement of the proteftant Reformation, 
had enjoyed the lights and aids with which 
liicceeding times have been favoured, and 
could have diverted . themfelves of their 
fcholaftic manner of reafoning, the dif-r 
ferences on which the feveral churches 
where they preiided, feparated from each 
other, might have been, in a great mea- 
fure, prevented. If this is true or even 
probable, much edification may ftill arife 
from clearing up the genuine fenfe of 
fcripture, and freeing it from thofe mif- 
taken interpretations, which unfkilful 
men firft adopted, and others, intercfted 
in the credit of particular churches, have 
fince thought fit to maintain^ in fome 
cales, perhaps, contrary to their own in- 
ward conviction . Private chriftians at 
leaft will be led by this information, to 
diftinguifh between truth, and the mere 
apparition of it; between, the genuine 
word, of God> and the traditions of men ; 

and 
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and may thence be inftrudted, what few feem 
to be aware of, how much depends upon 
their ftudying the fcriptures for them- 
lelves, and how liable they are to be im- 
pofed upon by thofe who think of little 
in their obfervations on the lacred wri- 
ters, but how they may beft ferve the 
, fyftem of the fociety to which they be- 
long, or fome hypothefis of their own 3^ 
ftill more precarious than that. * 

They who after the moft diligent 
fearch, cannot find in the fcriptures, any 
foundation for the doctrine of a feparate 
exiftence of the foul, or any trace of an 
intermediate ftate of life and confcioufnefs 
between death and the reflirredion, think 
themfelves fufficiently juftified by the 
foregoing confiderations, not only in their 
difbwning this dod:rine themfelves, but 
in their endeavours to have it difowned 
by all good chriftians, as produ<^ive of 
nothing better, than fuperftition, idolatry 
and enthuliafin bn the one hand, and in- 
fidelity on the other : and they apprehend 
that by admitting life and immortality to 
have been brought to light by the gofpel 

6 2^ of 
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of Cfirift, in the ftria and proper mean- 
ing of the words, and exclufive of ail 
other means and iburces of immortality, 
(as St. Paul andhii contemfiaries appear 
to have ynderftood the dodrine) a total 
Japfe muft enfiie of the chief llipports of 
Deifm and Popery, not to mention other 
tran£aAions of more recent original. 

Thefe, we own, are high-founding 
pretenfions, but they are at the fame 
time pretenfions of real importance to the 
■ eaufe of chriftianity in general, iand that 
of the Proteftcint religion in particular ; 
and, on that' account, demand from e- 
very one who is well affeded to either, a 
candid and ferious attention to thofe ar- 
guments which are brought to make 
them good. There are, it is true, other 
arguments againft Popery and infidelity, 
which have been urged againft them 
"with fucciefs : but it is equally true that 
the arguments on the other fide have re- 
ceived a great degree of plaufibility, and 
even of real weight, from the conceffion 
oi'z. feparate exiflenceoix^<^{QS\A'm. a flate 
of confcioufnefs and activity. 

For 
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For e:CEimple, if it be denied, and can- 
not be proved that man will inherit eter- 
nal life, otherwife than in confequence oiF 
his rifing from the dead, as that is infu- 
red by ^e promises of the Gofpel, and 
the previous refiirre^ion of Jeflis, the 
faith and hope of that fpecies of infideli- 
ty called Deifm^ are at end. But while 
chfiitian writers are perfuaded that they 
ought to maintain the natural, indefeafible 
immortality of the foul, and its confcious 
esiftence in a feparate ftate, as if this, 
dodrine were ibme way connected with 
the principles of the chriftian religion, 
they leave the Deifb in pofleflion of a 
ftrong-hold, from whence it feems im- 
poflible to diflodge them. For dius they 
reafon, " You allow that a future 
ftate of reward and punifliment may 
be proved from the nature of the hu- 
man foul, from the unequal diftribu- 
tion of good and evil in the prefent 
life, from the free agency of man, 
and the documents of reafon and na- 
ture, importing that upon the final 
event of things, the judge of all the 

" earth 
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" earth will certainly do right. What 
" riecefHty then for a particular revelati- 
** on, or a particular mediator, to in- 
" form us of,; or to fecure to us certain 
** privileges of which we were in poflef- 
** lion without them." 

I am not the only one who hath ob- 
ferved and pitied the embaraflinent of 
the moft eminent'advocates of chriftianity, 
when this obje(9:ion was urged home up- 
on them. In vain had they proved the 
truth and authenticity oi the chriftian re- 
velation, by what is called the external 
evidence^ even to demonftration ; in vain 
had they fliewn, from the moral docSrines 
of the Gofpel, an agreement with the 
moft rational conclufions of wife men in 
all ages, unlefs they could fliew the pe- 
adiar ufes and importance of liich a dif- 
penfation. To what purpofe fuch a pro- 
fufion of miracles, fo eminently powerful 
a minifter, fo tranfcendent a charafter as 
that of Jefus at the head of this difpenfa- 
tion, if his errand was no more than to 
give an additional teftimony to the fup-^ 
pofed difcoveries of natural religion ? 

which, • 
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whichj confidering the uDiverfal cdnfent 
of wifemen in all ages, fo much boafted 
of on all fides, and by both parties, feems 
to be an end much below the neceility 
for the interpofition of the Son of God, as 
it might have been accompliflied by. the 
miniftry of any one of thofe inferior pro- 
phets of the Old Teftament, who fiirely 
were fufficiently gifted and inftruded to 
authenticate dodlrines and precq)ts, which 
were already to be found in the works 
of fo many poets and philofophers, in 
every bodies hands ? And yet this, in fhort, 
is the whole to which the account given 
us of the cui bom of revelation by moft 
of our modern advocates for chrifHanity, 
feems to amount. 

Let us now confider another cafe. The 
notion of two natures or principles in man 
independent of each other, is plainly the 
foundation upon which our modern pie- , 
tills of various denominations, build their 
-refpedlive fyftems. They conceive the 
influences of divine grace to operate upon 
the foul only^ while the body remains un- 
der all the melancholy diftemperature c^ 

its 
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its original comiption; which however 
is- underftood to have no ill effeiSl: upon* 
the falvation of the believer, while his 
wounds, inflided by carnality and cchi- 
cupifcence, are healed hy faith. Hence, 
inftead of confidering the purification of 
the whole many as the work of a gradual 
inftrudion and difcipline under the pre- 
cepts of the Golpel, they hold that the 
redemption, juftification, fandification, 
&c. of particulars is /;^i2^/^;/f^^i', upon 
the firft aA or motion of faith and re- 
pentance, and fome of their writers jfeem 
to fpeak of thefe privileges, as if they 
were even previous to converlion. This 
they cdil the n^w hirth^ which is fuppo- 
led to cleanfe the foul ^from every ftain 
of fin; the blame of all obliquity and 
deviation from the precepts of the Goipel 
being thrown upon the old' man j whofe 
malignity (being controuled by the incef- 
Iknt operations o? faith) is however hap- 
pily prevented from doing any harm to 
the purified fpirit of believers. 

This fcheme of dodrine, with a thou- 

» 

fand extravagant confequciices drawn from 

it. 
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It, Gould evidently have no pkce but 
iQpon the fuppofition of two diftind: na^ 
tures in man, proped up by the appli- 
cation of* certain paflagcs of fcripture torn 
from their context, and wrefted from 
their true meaning, in order to accom- 
modate them to the Pagan accounts of 
the nature and properties of the human 
foul fz). 

(z) Thefe mifapplications arife chiefly from the mention 
made in the fcriptures of an oppofition or contrariety be- 
tween Jle/k and fpirit^ concerning which the learned Pearfon 
hiith kft us the following admonition. " Quid irapt quid 
*< TTvivfjuz apud Grsecos fcriptores ^^denotet, nehio nefcit ; 
♦' at ft omnes in univerfum fcnfus, quibus his vdcabuHs 
« Graeci ufi funt, recenfeantur, nuUus omnino invenietur 
k« qui mentem apoftolorum attinget; Cum enim bajhar car- 
*^ nem propfie fignificet, eadem tamen vox ab Hebra^is non- 
*« nuiiquam pro homtne ipfoy aliquando pro humana naturay 
<« faepe pro ejufdem imbedllitate^ aut etiam vitioJitatSy ufur- 
*« petur, et in heec fenfuum varietate unica voce o-apKog a 
«« ixx reddattir, hinc evenire neceffe eft, ut quoties apoftoli 
*' eo fenfu ufurpent quern Graeci veteres baud agnoverunt^ 
^« ex Hebraeo idiomate, et verfione lxx explicetur.-r-Ita 
« cum ruach fatis p.roprie 'Ttveufjuxy qualiter a vetcribus Graecis 
'*« ' ufurpatiir, denotet^ et praeierea etiam apud Hebraeos 
*« multa alia fignificata contineat, quae apud Graecos baud 
•«« compareht, ciim apoftoli eo fenfu ufurparunt quem Graeci 
'< veteres baud agrtbv^runt, ex Hebraeo id^omate et verfione 
*' LXX explicandi funt.*' PrOfat, Paranetl before Grabes 
Scptuagint. Vid. etiam Gatakcri. Diff. de Stylo Nov. Inftr. 
-p. 55. et56. How little have thefe diftinftions of this able 
•judicious critic been attended to by thofe, who have com- 
Xnented upon, or drawn up fyftems frorn the paflages in the 
Jipoftolic writings here referred to ? That they who, in inter- 
-preting the fcriptures, pretend to the aid of immediate infpira- 
lion, or go by the rules of different kinds of cabbalifmy fhould 

f hold 
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T6 do juftice however to all fidesy it 
mull be obfervcd that thefe vifidnaries al- 

« 

kge, " they are but treading in th^ 
^^ footfteps of oim: predeccflbrs of the 
^^ eftaWimment, and analyfing the very 
*^ iyftein to which every CMthodox fon 
^^ ©f the church of England fubfcribe* 
•* his unfeigned ajfent to this Very day/* 
And they fcruple not to boaft, that they 
iiave the fetisfadlioh to fee, that after all 
the clamour raifed againft them, the 
mofl dextrous of their reverend, and evett 
right reverend opponents, is obliged itt 
overturning their creed, to qBibblc away 
his oWn ; in which, / would willingly hope^ 
they are miftaken. 

What intereft Popery has in the deter- 
mination of this queftion, is fliewn at 

))oId thefe rational criticifms in contempt, is not marvelous. Bul^ 
that they who pretend to read and explain the fcriptures by the 
lielp of grammatical and philological literature, ihoul^l over- 
look thefe necef&ry intimations, is unaccountable. To^ 
fome of thefe therefore, and particularly 'to the author of 
Two LrttiTs on the Intermediate State^ would I humbly recom- 
mend the deliberate confideration of bifliop Pearfon\ remark 
above cited, before they expofe their ignorance in concluding 
-from a famenefs or fimilarity of exprcffion, that Mofes^ Davial 
Solomon^ Paul, &c. &c. had precifely the lame id^ of the 
human foul^ with, Hejiody Horner^ Pythagoras^ Cicero^ and 
other worthies of the Pagan ages« ^ , 

large 
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large i^ the following Hijiorkal Vierwy 
where it will be feen, that while our 
^elorrriers were ftudioufly lopping the 
branches of jfuperftition and impofture, 
jthey inadvertently left the ftock, with a 
vigorous root in the ground, whkh theif 
llicceflbrs,. with a fu.rprizing inattentioa 
to the pernicious cpnfequences of their 
juifapprehenfion, haj^e been cultivating 
to a freOi m"owth, , to the great hazard 
•liot only, of the proteftant reli^pn, but 
even of Chriftianity itielf, which is at 
this hour well nigh chpaked and ob*» 
jfcured under the thick fhade of this ve- 
nomous exotic. 

By thk time the mtelligent reader will 

readily comprehend, that'a^do^rinej which,, 

like ^2iX. ox the Jkep of the fiuly fliikes (p 

Jiome , at . the pride of the philolbph^, 

liie enthufiaftic vifions of the myftic, the 

, lucrative (yftems of the interefted church-i 

, man, and the various prejudices and fu' 

perftitions of their relpccEtive difciples^ 

/hould be loaded with all the obloquy 

'• &nd fcandal which bigotted and provoked 

• adverlaries can lay upon it. We are in-. 

fa deed 
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deed obliged to thofe.who (jontcrit them- 
felves with calling it an uainiportanti 
infignificarit doftrine; for though their 
inoderation arifes from too fiiperficial ^ 
knowledge of the fubjeftj to give weight 
to their judgment, v^t it is candid at 
leaft to confefsj^ that tbej fee no harm in 
it. The far greater part agree in Itig- 
matizing it as an herefy^, derogatory to 
the nature of man^j fubverfive of his fu- 
ture, hppesj and favouring not. a little of 
atheifm and impiety, 

In vain have the efpoufers of thi§ 
opinion remonftrated againft thefe unjuft 
and cruel cenfures. , In vain have they 
offered themfelves to be tried by the 
fcriptur^s of the New Teftament, and 
the tenor of the Ghriftian difpenfatioji 
therein exhibited. In vain have they 
aflerted their firm belief of a refurredtion 
of the dea,d through Chrijt the redeemer, 
and acknowledged their obligations to him 
of duty and gratitude for the grace and 
privileges of his gofpel. Not the leaft 
regard has been paid to their moft folemn 
profeffionson this head. Their opponents. 

m 



[ xlv J 

ftill go ; Oir to 'charge thciri- with 'Endea- 
vouring to finfc nit^kfi&i to -the^candi- 
tiori of beafts tiiat peHfh, without itt^- 
ing^the le^ allowance for their hbldinfgj' 
whdt is- equally admitted by both" par- 
ties, a [rdftoratipn bf the defuhJft to life 
and irpinortaliiy, by a refurre<5li6n of 
the dead. . * . . . ; ; . 

« 

Tt is in order^ to fliew this unrighteous 
and iinchriftian treatment in its proper 
colours, and to lodge ah appeal againft 
it, with thofe who liave candour and, 
temper e^noiigh to *loe>k farther for the 
grounds of fucH acfc^&tions, thari'-thtf 
ecchoes of an injudicious multitiide, in- 
flamed by the injurious; ri^ifrep^efenta^ 
tiohs of dieir interefted^ leaders, that the 
following detail of fa<5ls-is drawn up,'' ancl 
fiibihitted to die cbrifideration^ oP tfea 
public. - . . . 

/ * it is remarkable that Proteftants: who 
have on moft occafioris refufed to be 
governed by tradithny feem to hiaW'fub- 
mitted to- it in this matter with the rnoft 
implicit deference ; and" fohie of jthe 
fame men, who in treating upon other 

tljeological 



d^^Iogv^ {pbje^y aie wont to prels j( 

thbrou^ exanunation <^ popular opi^ 

nipiafi, and, exhort us to nBcetve nothing 

upon the mere merit of its long poi3eiIion^ 

and the concurrence of numbers, have 

alleged to reprefent the natural imraor-r 

tality of the foul, net only as an tmiverr 

faly but an uniform tenet of mankind hsx 

^ ^es and countries, and in all circumr 

flances. And there is.no doubt but 

thoufahds adhere to the opinion at this 

Very taiii^ who have no otner . argument 

IP .produce .for it, but? this of . an urii; 

vc^^ ju^ uniform concurrence, 

. But is this the truth of the «^ ? I>oe$ 

it, or .can it be m^e to lappear, that 

men were uniform in [all ages> either in 

their noti(His concealing the fort of fold 

intitulipd to immortality, or the kind of 

immortality to which it is intituled ? No, 
thie difputes on this head are carefully 
concealed in all popular difoourfos \ and 
the people are left to take a thing for 
granted, in which, were their, teachers 
called upon to explain the terms they 



1[ xlvli J 

nfej h2U*aly two of them perhaps would 
agree in the i(ame definitions. 

The late Mr. Grave of Tattntm^ hs.^ 
ing hard prefled by K4r. HaUet, junior, 
upon this {ubje<S^, began a work, con* 
CCTning 7be weigh of tradition for 4 fu* 
Jure Jiatey of which he lived to imifb 
only one chapter. . The title is ambi- 
guous, nor is it ' clear from what re- 
mains, upon what Mr. Grmx wt)uld have 
reftcd his argument. The wef^ht d[ 
tradition may mean, the fuperior num. 
bers who have fgiven d*eir iuffiage for % 
future ftate in times pail, and the compa^ 
fAtvue weight of thcfe, when put in the 
oppofite fcale to thoie who have aigued 
aiid concluded againd it. Or the isxigb^ 
of tradition may (ignifie the real intrin^ 
fie iptportanCe of tiaditi(»i, in deciding 
<he queftion concerning a future ftate. 

If Mr. Grome intended to treat his 
lfiibje<3: up(m the latter footing, no doubt 
but he would take the lupcri<Mity of 
numbers for gr^ited; a point which 
would not be worth disputing with him. 
^t if in the latt^ {enfe, he- could hard- 



ly avoidjpbfcrving how greatly the Wci^fe 
of tradition would be .dimihiihed, by the 
. various • and difagreeiiig accounts of the 
things it;felf, by whi^h this tradition has 
teen landed down, not ohly in different 
ages, but in the faijpe age^ and even in the 
iame country^ -^ • 

The following |)ap?rs are defigned ta 
afford a.fhort, but,, is. it is hoped, alatis- 
fadory view of the weight of tradition for 
a future . ftflte, ^ in .the fenfe of merit znd 
importance^ during a particular period of 
tioie, the moft interefting to the prefent 
.g€;neration (with refpec^ to queftions of 
this kind) -of any other; as abounding 
not only with more and better materials 
for refearches into philofbphical opinions, 
through the Revival and cultivation of 
ufeful literiature, but produdtive likewife 
of many more eminent men, who with 
different views, and from various motives, 
have employed their talents in this dif- 
quifition. 

Such cjf thefe as appear to be moft 
worthy of our regard we fball call upon 
.to fpeak for jhemfelves, leaving innume- 
rable 
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table others unnoticed, not as beiAg up- 
on the whole lefs Gonfiderable, but as 
men who have only repeated what fome 
Or other of our witnefles have faid before 
Or afta* them. 

. And if, upon the rciult, it (hall ap- 
pear, that there has been lio manner of 
txjnfiftency among thofe who have dog- 
matized up(Mi the natural immortality, of 
Separate esiftence of the foul; if it (hall 
appear that later inquiries have exploded 
and reprobated former theories, and that 
•men who have leemingly agreed in al^ 
•'foting the general dodrine, have flatly 
<X)ntradid:ed each other in letting forth 
the grounds of it, and confequently in 
the Gonftrudion of their arguments 
brQught to lupport it, may we not hum- 
bly hope that the ofFence that has been 
taken at thofe who have diflented from 
-them all, and have refuled to adopt any 
•accounts of futurity except thofe in the 
New Teflament, will now ceafe; and 
that our impartial readers will hot think 
it ftrange or tmreafonable, that we who 
- think a ftate c/tjaparate exijience of the 
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provoking 
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proving to faints, ibe premiffes not controyerted^by the .* - 
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iythelateDr.lia3icW2Ltts. * 
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Cartes's book Jligmatized in the roman Index. ff^hi/Jl . 
Gaflendus remains nncenfured. Mr. Arnauld's complaints 
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account of it. And of an dnfwer to it. 1644* 
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law. The Bifhop^ in attempting to remove it^ deftroys . 

his 
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Ins 9wn fr^pofitions. Tins oecafitmed by bis fear ^fp^Sn% 
for biter odox. A^efle^on en fucb Jituatiom. ' 
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Mnd reSified. Tbe proof Jiill imper/eff. ff^iy Saurin 
mi^bt be fuppofed to bave left bis anfwer to }nxvt\i impei^ 
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» 
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upon 
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i^on it. Mr. Hallet*s Defence. Incumbered with ^f- 
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Account of a pamphlet Antitukdy The Materiality or XXL 
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able to an appeal to the fcriptures on this queflion. Ad- 
vantages given to unbeUiSvers by the contenders for the 
natural immortality of the foul. No regmrd to be paid to 
wetapbyfical fubtUities. The final appeod to the fcriptures 
only. An article of news from Copenhagen. A r^ec- 
tion upon it. 

APPENDIX. 

Cnrdinai Du Perron affirts tbqt Lutber hlH tiat^ the 
foul died with the body. Mr. Bayle treats this as a ca- 
lumny. Writes to a Lutheran minijler to know what 
pretext there was for this. The Lutheran min0er*s anfwer. 
Examined and refuted. A paffage froin Dr. Jortin'ilife 
of Erafmus. Examined. Divers paffagesfrom Luther's 
works. 
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In the Preface. 

PAGE ii. note [a] line 2. for^ fatcly, rW, htdy. 
Page V. note {e) line 14. read^ HOADLEIANUS. 
Page. X. line II. deU^ gave. 

Page XX, xxi. note (/) for, Alexander^ r. AUander^ three times^ 
Page xxxv. line 18. dele^ their.. ^ 
Page xxxvi. line 4. read^ contemporaries*. . 
Page xli. note (z) line 12. y^r, haec, rend^ hac. 
Page xlviii. line 4. fot<i things, ready thing, 

In the Hiftorical View. 
P2igc 15* note (q) fory 8<. r^i^rf, no. 
Page 23.1ine iz.fory and other places as, rW, as other places. 
Page 26. line 10. for y clafped, r^urf,- clafled. 
Page 31. line 3. fory dired, ready the direct. '^ 
Page 36. line 22. for,* fi, read, to, twice. . . 
Page 37, line i8,y^r, fyftem, ready fyftems, \ 

Page 39 ^ notfe (j) line. 2. foTy Noowia, rW, Nooi/yraf. 
Page 40. line 14. y^r, fuppofe, ready to fuppofe. 
P^ge 59. lines, 7, 12, 2e. r^^^, fubfiftence. 
Page 70. line 4. y&r, name, ready names. 
Page 89. line 14. fory produce, ready produces. 
Page 91* line 10. ready metaphyseal. 
Page 97. line 21. fory naturality, ready natural immortality* 
Page 104. line 28. yJr, became, ready become. ' ^ 
Page* 106. line 23." /^r, oVy ready on. 

In the Appendix. ' 

Page 109. note {s) read* Perroniana. 
Page no. note (K)-^r^*lO,.xi. ready 13. 
Page 120. line 17. ready his [Luther k^ 
Page 121, line 26. /ir, confidcr, ready to confiden 
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HISTORICAL VIEW 



OF THE 



CONTROVERSY, ^c. 



S E C T. I, 

BEFORE the council of Fhrmqe^ which 1439. 
was held ia the year 1439, under pope 
E¥genius \Y^ the current do<^rine, both 
of the Qre^k ^nd Latin churches, was, that 
♦' the fouls of the faints were in afidith rece^ 
*^ t^ulisj or as fome of them exprefied it, im 
** exteriorikus atriis^ wher^ they expe<f^ed the 
^* refurredion of their bodies, aad the glorifies^ 
^* tioa of their fouls ; and though the Fathers 
•* believed all of them to be happy, yet they 
'^ ^id not think they would enjoy the beatific 
*' vifion before the refwreftion {a).*' 

But the pc^ abovementioned, having by ao 

^£an:>ous ftratagem, ^nd in Qppo£it;ion to th^ 

council oiF Ba/tJ, inxeigled the i^^tri^rch of Con^ 

Jl^ntwf^ and j(bqiQ q£ his clergy^ tQ attend hin^ 

in a council indicted at Ferrara, and adjourned 

(■«) Soe Bifliop Tvybr^a Liberty of Prophefying, p. 152. 

B to 
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to Fhrence[b)^ had the addrcfs to obtain their 
confent to the following canon. 

' " If the truly penitent ftiall depart this life in ^ 
*^ the love of God, before they have made fuffi- 
" cient fatisfadtion for their fins of commiflion' 

m 

** and omiflion, by fruits worthy of repentance, 
their fouls are. purged by the pains of purga- 
tory ; and the fuffrages of the living are pro- 
fitable for the relieving them from the pains 
of purgatory, namely, by facrifices of the 
** mafs, prayers, and alms, which according to 
*' the ordinances of the church, are wont to be 
" performed by the faithful, on the behalf of 
" the faithful; but the fouls of thofe, who, 
** after baptifm, have incurred no ftain of ,fin, 
^' as.alfo thofe fouls, which having contradled 
** the ftain of fin, whether in their bodies or 
diverted of their bodies, have been purged 
** as abovementioned, are received into heaven 
immediately^ and clearly behold the triune God 
as he is ; but fome of them more perfectly 
than others, according to the difference of 
their merits (r)/* 
♦ The compiler^ of this canon faw, no doubt, 
the abfurdity of fuppofing that' thofe fouls which 
hadtmdergone the purgatorial purification, fliould 
ftill .remain in abditis receptaculisy perhaps in a 
ftate of infenfibility, as fome of the Fathers held^ 
or in exterioribus atriis, in a^'ftate of mere ex- 

(b) Geddes Introduftory Difcourfe, prefixed to Vargas" % 
Letters. And the Greek Hiftory of this Council pubiiflied 
by Creyghton^ i66o. 

(c) Caran%aSum. Concil, 454. f. v. 1 21x10. 

peAation. 
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pB^atlon. But purgatory was tq be (upported at 
all events, and the'poor Greeks, on this occafion, 
were obliged to defert the moft eminent lights of 
their own church, for which, however, fome 
of them were fufficiently mortified when they 
got home (^." . 

But that the proteftants fliould be complaifant 
enough to make this plain recefjion from antiqui- 
/y, as bifhop I'ayior terms it, upon no better 
authority than tiiat. of this canon, is a little 
furprizingr This^ however, is the fadt, as will 
evidently appear by and by, with this difference, 
that thefe proteflants fent the fouls of the faints 
diredlly to heaven, without calling at purgatory. 

It is probable this alteration in the churgh's 
doArine, might give occafion to the philofophical 
inquiries and difputes we read of no long time 
after, in the city of Rome itfelf, concerning the 

' W y^fip^ ^^ patriarch died at Florence fuddenly in the 
ryghtj having juft time, to leave a refcript behind him, im- 
porting his full agreement with the church of Rome^ parti* 
cularly in the articles of the Roman pontiff's fupremacy, 
and the doftrine of purgatory. This was well qontrived, 
and was no doubt inftrumental to the procuring the fubfcrip- 
tion of his afibciates. Who however were not only difowned 
by the church of Conjiantinople when they returned, but, if 
we may believe Gafpar Peucerus^ f Chronic, fub anno 1439] 
excommunicated, and denied chriftian burial. Platina isLys^ 
Gracorum natioy baud ita multo piji^ ad antiquos mores recidit. 
Eugen. iv. p. 267. Edit. 1562. But indeed they did not 
think themfelves bound for a fingle moment by this aft of 
their Florentine delegates. There was however fome ftrug- 
gle to have the union of the Greek and Latin churches, as 
patched up at Florence, received by the fynod at Conftantinople 
but without fuccefs. Vid. Sguropol. Hift/Con. Florent. at 
the end. 

B 2 immo- 
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imrf>ortality"oif the fouL Thefe dilputes ^ffbcdcdt: 
one pretence at kaft'to pope Paul II* to abolifli 
tlie college oi Abbrevitaors^ and to perfccute the 
members of it, of whom Plattna was oiie^ and 
the celebrated Pompmiut hmtus aiieitbcr. Thfc 
; pope objeded to them tHat they difputcd uj)6m; 
the . immcwrtaUty of tihc foiil, and ttcld Phto's 
I opifidon upoA that fulled, which Plaiina did 

not .dcny^ but juftifies himfelf and his fellows by 
I the authority of St At^irt^ who thought P/aio'»: 

j dod;rtne fdembled that of the chriftian religion* : 

Says the pope, ** You give occafion • by your 
cMfputations, to call in queftion the being of ^ 
GOD."— -PAz/mtf anfwcds, that this might be , . 
equally objeBei to all the divines and phil^hpbirs 
^ thofe timesn niohafor difputation' s fdke^ andf§f\ 
tbi purpofe of [finding out the truths calkd in quef- 
tim the being and nature offouk^ of GOD, . and. 
of alt feperate intelligences (e). 
- This happened in the pontificate of Paul \L. 
which begaa in the year 1.4J64, and chdedy 147 1^: 
And I cite it only to fhew^ that fuch difputes v^ttt 
dh foot in thofe days, and that they were fup- 
pofed to do harm to religion. 

IL 

1513. The fpiTit of philofophizing however feems ijot 
have gone on without much controul, from this 
period to the year 1513*,, v^hcn the immortality 
of the foul being openly called in queflion (f)^ 

(i) Platina m Paulo. 2**. 
(f) Skidan. Lib, 2. p. I7. 

■ it 



[ 5 I 

lit Bccafne hdcdTsry for the pope ahd the chunch' 
te give fomc check tb it ; which was done in a 
canm ena^ed in what. may be called the rump' 
df the Lateran colincil, Ikoid tinder Leo X« in 
the year abordmcntioned (gj. 

It will fad necefiary to put down this tsMm at 

lengthy ^s h is published by Canmzu^ 

t ^v Whereas in thefd omr ddysy 6>me hav^ dared 

^* tto ^ifart concerning thc^ nkure of the r^aion^^ 

^ aUe foul» that it is mortal^ or oiie and ^t 



(^) LftiM fi^i of this GOtincS, IMe k t^s 6r (6 Iktltf 
aothority as to be laag|hed «c by tke Romantfts ^ei^lves^/ 
Slerdariy u. 5. p. 35. » 

Cum dieous noSris nonhulli aufi fint dicere i6 natura 
shiinisb rationalise quod mortalis fit aitt nhica m cundis ho^' 
ifrinibiis, et aiiqui temere. phitoropteintes, fectindum fatteiif 
philofopliiam Verum tSs aifeveranty facro approbante coi^ 
cHio d^mnamus £t reprobamus, omnes alTerentes anirfiam in;-, 
tttl^i^iiraLm ttiortitfefn effe aut tthicaih in ccmdis hcfmrhibusy 
^ hiet in dubkini v^rtentjes ; ciim ilia : non fblum vtre ^ 
per ft tt efleittialiter huiliani eorporilif forma fexiftat (ficut ii> 
Can. Clementis Papse 5. in generals Viennendcbncilio edita 
cohfinetur) vOtim immortalis et pro corporum quibus in- 
ftiAditi^ muiifitudine^ fingularker ihultiplicabilis^ et multi- 
pltcata, et mtdtipUcanda fit. C^cd mahifefte conftat e)^ 
evangelio, cum Dominus ait, Anitnam autem occiderc nan fof' 
funt, Et a&t>i, ^i odit animamfuam in hoc mundb^ &c. £t 
ftiam cuJh setemam psenatn (1. aeterna ptacrnia) et artxjrna 
fepplicra pro n^efito vhae judicandh repromtttit : alias incarJ 
natiov et alia Chrifti myfteria jtbbis minime profuiflent, neo 
refurredio expe£):anda foret, ^c fan^iti et juHi miferabilio-^, 
fes effehf, juxta Paulum, omnibus hominibus. Cumque 
iferitm vetd minime contraditat^ omn^ni afTeftfonem v^rkati i!- 
Aiminatsc fidei contrarram, omnino falfam efle definitnus, et 
ut aliter dogmatizare non liceat diA:ritStius inhibemusy om-^ 
nefque hujufmodi erroneis afiertionibus inhasrehteS, tart- 
qaam haeretrcos vttandos et ptini^dos fore dfecermnfius. 
€4rahx4i. Sum. ConcUior* Lwanii* lifii. pag.4X2. b^ 4x3. it^ 

fotoc 
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** fame in all men; and fome, rafldy philofo-* 
phizing, declare this to be true, at leaft ac- 
cording to philofophy. We, with the appro- 

" bation of the f acred council, do condemn and 

" reprobate all thofe who affert that the Intel-; 

** ledtual foul is mortal, or one and the fame 
in all men, and thQfe who call thefe things ia! 
queftion ; feeing thiatthe foul is not only truly, 
and of itfelf, and effentially the form of the 
human body, as is expreffled in the canon of 
pope Clement Vth, publifhed in the general 

** council oi Vienne.i but likewife inimortal, 
and, according to the number of bodies inta 
which it is infufed, is Angularly multipliable, 
multiplieid, and to be multiplied. Which 
manifeftly appears from the gofpel, feeing 
that our Lord faith, Tbey cannot kill the foul: 
and elfe where, He who hateth his foul in this 
worlds &c. and alfo becaufe he promifes, 
eternal pain {rather rewards) and eternal tor- 
ments to thofe who are to be judged accord- 
ing to their merit in this life. OTHER- 
WISE the incarnation, and other myftcries of 

", Chrift, would not profit us, nor were are- 

" furredion to be expefted; and the faints 
arid righteous would, according to Paul^ be 
moft tniferable of all men. And feeing that 

*' truth never contradipis truths we determine 
every afTeftion, which is contrary to revealed 
faith, to be falfe 5 and we ftridtly inhibit all 
from dogmatizing otherwifc, and we decree 

** that all who adhere, to the like erroneous af- 

^« fertions, . fliall be ihuned and puniflied as. 

^^ heretics.'* 

This 
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This venerable council, it appears, were of 
Opinion, that if the huqian foul was proved or 
allowed to be naturally mortal; there could bfc 
no refurredlion of the dead, no rewards dr pu- 
nifhments in a future ftate, no benefits from the 
incarnation, and other myftcries of Chrift (one 
of which OTHER myfteries by the way, was 
2l purgatory (b)* And the axiom, verum vero 
non contradicity applied as it is in this canon, im- 
ports, that the fcholaftic argument for the im- 
mortality of the foul, and the fcripture-revelation 
of a refurredtion of the dead' muft either be both 
true, or both falfc. 

It is true, the fubftantial forms of the T!ho^ 
mifis are no longer in repute, and the argu- 
ment drawn from thence for the immortality 
of the foul, is, in thefe more enlightened dayt^ 
exploded. But that is only to make way for 
zvioihtr fcholaftic argument, equally obfcure arid 
precarious, devifed by Des Cartes^ and adopted 
by many good Chriftians and true Proteftants to 
this hour, who. are juft as pofitive as Leo and 
his Doftors, that the philofophical and evange- 
lical arguments for immortality, ^ ftand upen the 
fame foundation. In fupport of which notion^ 
a doftor of our own of no inconfiderable figure^ 
hath introduced our bleffed Saviour, deducing 
his argument for a refurredion of the dead^ 
againft the Sadduceesj Matt, xxii, 29. through 
the medium pf the ISEPARATE EXISTENCE 

(h) Aquinas infers the foul's capability of purgatorial 
pains,* from it's being the fubftantial form of the body* A" 
quin. Summ, qu. LXXV, art. i. refp. ad j**" i. partis. 

Of 
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pf the fbuj (i}<r What a milUon of pities that 
ifuch a difcovery fliQuld efcape the f;^g^city of 
Leo and his Latersu counv ilor* I 

III. 

1516/ But to go on with fads. Peter J^&m^nattus 
a philofbpheF of Mantua^ not at all intimidated 
by this Lateran thunder^ publiihed ^ book in 
the year 1 5 1 6^ on the immortality of the foul, 
in which he expofed the futility of that argu-r 
mentation by which the followers of j^iftotk 
had endeavoured to prove the immortality of 
the /bul on the principles of their mafter ; by 
fhewing Aat they either naiftook the fenfe of 
Ari^oti€\ principles^ ot drew wroilg cortclu-i 
Sons from thera. He then examines the hypo* 
thefis of ^r;r^o//^'himfelf, and fliews, that tho 
ifnortality of the foul may be as eafily proved 
by it, as the contrary. After which Ke Aatea 
the moral arguments for the immortality, 0? 
j-ather againft the mortality of the fqul, under 
eight heads, and having {hewn that ihey aro 
weak aiid inconcluiive, he infers upon tha 
whole, . in his laft chapter, that '* the immor- 
^* tality of the foul,- being a problematical 
^* queftion, we can have no affurance of tha 
V^ thing, but from revelation, and that they who 
y^ would build immortality upon any other foun- 
♦^ dation, only verifie the character given to ee?- 
^^ tain felf-fufikient reafoners by the apoftle^ 

(i) Div* Leg. of Mffis. Vol ^V, p. 343. c^. 1758^ 

namely; 
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•* namely, profejfing themfehes wife^ they be^ 
** came fools (k)^' 

It 



(k) The R. R. author o^the Dmne Legation o( Mofesy &c. 
eenftrres Mr. Bayle for mifreprefenting Pomponati&Sy by pla- 
cing him in the clafs'of chofe who have thoqght religion 
uiele^s to feciety, which he calb an impiety. Whereas ac- 
cording to the K* R. author, the impiety of which Pomponatini 
was guilty, was, the pretence that religion was the creature 
pf the magiftrate. D. L. B. i. I will venture to fey xhd 
R. R. author mifreprefents Pomponatius as much to the fuli 
as Mr. Bayle. In this philofopber's XIV chapter we meet 
with the following paffage, *' Nam quod communiter di- 
** citur, ft anima eft .niortalis, homo dieberetfe totum tra- 
** derc voluptatibus corporalibus, omnia mala cdmmitterrf 
^^ ad fui utilitatem, vanuniique eilet Deum colere, divina 
' ^* honorare, preces ad l!)eum fundere, facrificia facere, cae- 
•* rcraque hujuS genferis; fatis refponfio pat6t per ea quad 
^' dida funt ; nam cum naturaliter felicitas appetatur^ et 
^> miferia fugiatur, et per di£ta, felicitas confiftat in a£lit 
^^ virtuofo, cum ex tota mente Deum colere, divina bdno- 
/'^ rare^ fundere at'Deiim preces, facrificare, fim a£i:us max* 
*^ ime virtuofi, ideo debemus totis viribus inniti,^ ad acqui* 
^ fitiotiem iftorum, p. 138." Now this being the religion 
of the firft clafs of men he had mentioned before, p. 123. 
iui ad virtutem inducuntur EX SOLA VIRTUTIS NOBI- 
LIT ATE, without any inducement from the magiftrate^ 
with what truth could the R. R. author affirm that Pom-^ 
J^natius^ pretended religion to be the creature of politics t 
tJnlefe he will fay that to worjhip God with the whole hearty 
to pray U Hm^ &c. are not religion. Ayl but by religion 
the R. R, author meant only future rewards and punijb^ 
fnients. So it feems. But if the whole of religion confifti 
in thefi fanifions^ will it not follow upon this author's own 
principle^, that Mofes taught the Jews no religion at all t 
"Well then, we allow that Pomponatius held future rewards 
and punifliments to be the creature of politics. But wherQ 
IS the impiety of this ? Eor if as Pomponatius aflerts, we can 
Bave no certainty of immortality but from revelation^ or the 
^aiioxuciU fcri^tUres, I would deflre to know of the R.R. 
^ - C . author. 
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It is- no Wonder tliat thefe mootings fltould e*- 
pofe Pomponatius to the rage and abufe of the 
popifli clergy of all denominations. In vain did 
ne pretend to fubmit his lucubrations to the 
controul of the apoftolic fee,. He had claiTed 
Ariftotle^ and the whole tribe of fchoolmen^ 
among the wiftmen who became fools in their own 
felf'-fufiiciency ; and upon thcfe did the moft 
lucrative dodlrines of Rome almoft entirely dc- 
pcnd* But the ftrange part of the (lory w^ould 
be, that this writer Ihould incur the difpkafure 
of the ProteftantSj for oppofing the doSrine of 
a popifh canon, if later experience had not 
convinced us how complaifant we have been to 
the catholics in thefe points, fmce thofe days. 
Hcfretic, Impious, Epicurean, Atheift, were- 
liberally beftowed upon Pomponatius on this oc-* 
cafion, with how little jufticc has been {hewn 
by Mr. Bayle. And we ftiall fee, as we go a- 

author, whofc creaftrures thoCc future rewards and punifli- 
ments muft be, which were propofed to the Pagans by the 
ruling pov/ers among them, and which had no conneQiort 
with revelation? And it is o( fuch future rewards and pu- 
nifhments only that Pomponatius fpeaks, and of which he 
fays, in the paffage referred to by the R. R. author, thar 
they were the invention of politicians. Hcnccfgrward then>, 
Pomponatttts is acquitted of aJl impiety, except it be impiety a- 
gainll human effablifhments of religion, with which indeed 
he plainly enough declares neither the religion of the gof- 
pel, nor the religiofi of phrlofophers can poi&)ly incorpo- 
rate. How far he is in the right is another queftioh. But 
without doubt the R. R. author had his reafons for being 
. (difpleafed with the confequerj^ces that mi^ht be drawn hovck 
the do6^rine of. our Mantttan pbilc^fopher, as totally fubvcr- 
five of' the ingenious principles of his allioncty &c. 

long 
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long, that feveral eminent men have adopted 
Pomponatius's general principle, in contradidion 
to a certain fort of philofophy, in much higher 
reputation for the fuppofed perfpicuity, of itS 
grounds, than that of Arijiotle and Aquinas. 

One of Pomponatim\ fyllogifms is this, ** If 
*' Chrift is railed from the dead, we ftiall like- 
** wife rife ; and if we rife, the foul is immor- 
•^ tai: But Chrift is raifed: THEREFORE. 
** the foiil is immortal." 

Confidering what was meant in thofe days 
by the immortality of the fouU the confecjuericc 
is weak, and the reafcning pitifuL This how- 
ever ought to have filti^fied the philofopher's 
advcrfaries that he w^s neither . atheift nor he-* 
retic. But the objection lay here; this»fyllo- 
gifm did not account for the intermediate im- ' 
mortality in a ftate of feparate cxiftence; No- 
thing is mentioned of the fubjiantial form^ on 
which, as we have obferved, the fouVs capa- 
bility of purgatorial pains was made to depend*. 

I have often wondered that the modern con- 
tenders for the feparate exijience of the fouU 
fhould ever be prevailed with to give up this 
commodious fubjiantial form : or that hone of 
the numerous followers of Des Car'teSy Clarke, 
and Baxter J fhould think of fubftituting fome- 
thing in the room of it. When they.ipeak of 

the happinefs of feparate fouls, they make a 

» 

♦ Quantumcunque immateriale in material© agat, non 
videtur tamen adionem converti. * Q^iare et etiam apud 
Theologos dubitatioorta eft, quomodo animac cruciari pof- 
fint ab igae corporeo. Potnpon. cap. 8. p. 42« 

C 2 tolerable 
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(tolerable cafe, and flourifh on the i|)ifitual joyf 

, of zjhijikingfubjiancey with great edification to 

thofe who are in love with myftic rapture and 

exftacy. But when they come to difpofc of 

the fouls of the wicked^ they are totally at a 

lofs. Some of them are obliged to leave them 

gflcep, {Steffe^ &c-] Others talk of puniftiments 

by parity of reafon^ and of their fufFering--* 

no body knows what or how, [Goddard^ &c,] 

It is very extraordinary they fhould not recol-^ 

rled: that their catholic predeceflbrs, having yi/^- 

fiantialformi always ^t hand, were never under 

. - any fuch embarrafiinent. 

1520. In the year 1520 Luther publiflied a defence 
"( of his propofitions condemned by a bull of 
Leo X, which were in number 41. The 27th 
runs thus. 

It is certain that it is not in the power of 
the church or the Pope to eftablifh articles 
of faith, or laws for morals or good works." 
And the reafon he gives for this is, that thefe 
articles and laws, are already eftabliflbcd in th6 
word of God ; which he proves from i Cor. iii. 
ii (I). After which he goes on, *^ But I 

** permit 

r 

' (I) Certum eft In manu Ecclefiae aut Papac non efle fta»- 
iuere articulos fidei, imo nee leges morum, nee bonoruni 
opcrum.-— Permitto tamen quod Papa condat articulos fidci 
iibi et fuis iidelibus, quales funt, Panem et vinum tran-- 
Jubjiantiari in facramenth^ Effintsam Dei nee generare^ nee 
gemrari- Animam ejji formam fuhfiantialem humani cor^ 
f^ris. Si efi imferatorem mundiy it reget^ ccelij et Deum 
: terrenumm 
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i* permit tlje Pope to make articles of faith 
f* for hinjfelf and his faithful, fuch as, Hh 
bread and wine are tranfubjiantiated in thefa^^ 
crament. The ejfence of God neither generates,, 
nor is generated. 7 he foul is the fubfiantial 
V Jorm of the human body. T!be Pope is the em^ 
y peror of the worlds and the king of heaven^ 
and God upon, earth. THE SOUL IS IM- 
MORTAL, with all thofc monftrou^ opinions 
^' to be found In th^ Roman dunghill of de- 
cretals, that fuch as his faith is^ fuch may ba 
his gofpel, fuch his di&:iple8, ^d fuch his 
church, that the mouth may have meat fait'- 
able for iu and the diflj, a cover Worthy of 

it/ 

This ironical pcrmifllon of Luther is cvi^ 
dently aimed at thofe decrees of the Pop?s, 
which were founded upon fcholaftic dpterm^ 
nations (m). But more particularly at ihztLd 
teran canon abovementioned, which eftablifhed 
ihe immortality of the foul zhtv Aquinas^ in 

tirrenum. Animam '&%%\ xmmortalem; et omnia ilia 
iniinita portenta in. Romano ilerquilinio decrctorum, ut 
quails eft ejus fides, ta^e (it evangelium, tales et fideles, talis 
(stecclefia, et [1. ut.] habeant fimilem labra lad:ucam, et 
«llgnum patella fit op^rculam.-'-'jfJirtio arti^orum omnium. 
Martini Lutheri, per bullam Leonis X. dammtorum. Opetr 
Tpm. ii. fol. 107. W ittembergae, 1562- 

(m) The axiom, that. The ejfence of God neither generates 
par is genemtfdy i$ a fcjitencp of Lombard^, wbich being conr 
troverted by the Abbot Joacbimy as heretical and abfurd, was 
patronized and decreed in the Lateran council held ui^der 
Innocent III, in the year 1 2 15, vfhtrc Joachim was formally 
condemned. Lombard!^ proportion was. afterwards efpoiifed 
and vindicat^4 ^y dfuinas.. * 

confequence 
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cotifcquence of its being the fubftdntlal form of 
the body. Sylvefter Pritrias^ in his difpute with 
'Luther y relied almoft wholly on the authority 
of St. TbomaSy whom Luther in his replication, 
treated with the utmoft contempt (n). Hence 
may arife a doubt whether Luther in this paf- 
fage^ intended only to reprobate the fchool doc^ 
trine oi the immortality of the foul, or to deny 
the thing itfelf ? 

Cardinal du Perron, fuppoics Luther denied 
the imnwrtality of the foul, for the fake of the 
cfFedt the contrary dod:rine would have upon 
the pra<ftice of invocating faints (o) . But it is 
certain that Xw/fer himfelf had not quite laid 
afide the pradlice of invocation, at the time he 
wrote this defence of his articles (p). 

Afterwards indeed Luther efpoufed the doc- 
trine of the flcep ' of the foul, upon a fcripture 
foundation, and then he made ufe of it as a 
confutation of purgatory and faint wbrfhip, and 
continued in that belief to the laft moment of 
his life. 

I know this hath been controverted even by 
fome of his own followers. The queftion upon 
many accounts, is worth debating j and as the 
difcuflion of it would break the thread of our 
preferit difquifition, I (hall refervc what I have 
to fay upon the fubjeft, for an Appendix ; ob- 
ferving that Luther in his commentary upon 

(n) Sletden^ Hb. i.. 

(o) P&cramana\ motte LUTHER, 

\^) Sechndnrffy in Indice tcrtio ad annum 152 f. 

'EccUJiaJles^ 
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Etdefiafles^ which was publUlied ift the year 
1532, was clearly and indifputably on the fide 
of thofe whovmaintain the fleep of the foul {q.) 

V. 

' About this time, 1534, Calvin had begun tai534^ 
figure, and two years after Luther had pubhfhed 
the commentary juft mentioned, Calvin put out 
a fmall tra<3: at OrleanSy which he intituled, 
Pfycbopannycbiaj by which word is fignified 
that the foul wakes throughout the whole night 
of death, with all the coiifcioufnefs and fen-* 
fibility n^ceflfary to the enjoyment of happinefs. 
There is fomething remarkable in the time 
and place of this publication. 
In this very year 1534, and in this very city 

- oi Orleans J a ghoft was conjured up by the 
FrancifcanSy which play<;d a number of pranks,* 
much in the ftyle of the late Cock-lane fpirit, 
and with much the fame views of fpite and. 
revenge (r). Sleidany who tells the ftory, ha- 

. ying related how much the impoftors were pi- 
tied and relieved, under their corredion, by 
the populace, and particularly by the good wo^ 
men, proceeds to obferve what excellent pur- 
pofes of the ecclefiaftical kind, were anfwered 

by thefc fame fpedres, particularly in fuppgrt- 

• » 

(q) Vid. Append, p. 85, 

(r) Rogatus quid velkt fNovicius] et quis eflet ? fignifi-- 
cat non fibi licerc loqui. Jubetur ergo per iign^ refponderc 
sd Interrogata. Foramen erat faSunij per quod ad mot is 
ittiribus, ^xorciftae vocern haurire poterat et intelligere. 
Deinde tabulam habebat ad manum, quam interrogatus, fe« 
ricbat, . ' 
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Ttig the (loaHnc of purgatory, cncouragiirg pft-* 

▼ate maffcs, and bringing in large profits to the 

pricfts. " But, continaes he, after Luther % 

^^ dod:rine came to be underftood, and bad 

" gained a little ftrcngth, this kind of fpec- 

•* trea by degrees vanifhed away. For Luther 

teaches from the fcripturcs, that the fouls oi 

^^ the dead are at reft, waiting for the final 

*^ day of judgment j and that thofe diftur-* 

** bances, frightful noifcs and phantoms ard 

^* raifed by Satan, who lofes no opportunity 

••* of confirming naenf in the pra<9;ice of im- 

^^ pious rites, and the belief of falfc opinions, 

*^ that he may render ineflfcdual the bleffings 

*^ conferred upon us by our Saviour Chrift (j)/*^ 

Now Cahin had compofed his book feven 

years before its pubKcation at Orleans ; and whjr* 

he fhould chule this critical feafon to difcloffr 

thcfc fentiments, would be hard to fey. Some 

p^rt of this^ year he fpent at Parisj and moft 

probably he came not to Orleans^ till the latter^ 

end of it. The juggle of the Francifians, 

:ind the proeefs againft them, run out into a? 

great lertgth of time, and as this incident waar 

corifiderablc enough to find a place in Sleidan*9> 

feiftory, it could be no fecret to Calvin. Bufi 

admit. that Cahi?is book made its appearance? 

before the Francifcan fpeftre ; it is certain that 

Luther^ dodlrine, mentbned by Sleidan^ was 

ftill earlier by ibme years; and it i« equally ccr-- 

tain, that in proportion as JLuih^rs principle? 

(j) Skidan comment. L. IX. p. 239— 24*. 

bore 
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bore down the trade of apparitions, that of 
Calvin^ would encourage and promote it. 

Luther, by configning all the dead to a ftatc. 
of reft and flcep, left no pretence for the ap- 
pearance of human fouls after death. But Cal^ 
-z?/>i managed his matters fo, that though he was 
willing to fuppofc the fouls of the eleft, were 
in fuch a ftatc of felicity, as would not admit 
of their being interrupted by worldly confidera- 
tions ; yet he left the fons of perdition to their 
liberty. ** For . he fays, it is nothing to him 
*' what becomes of their fouls ; he would only 
" be tefponfible for the faithful (t) :" which I 
fuppofe has given the hint to all fucceeding 
Fjycbtpannychijh to be fo exceeding {by of men- 
tioning the condition of wicked fouls in a fepa- 
ratc ftate : fearing, as it ftiould feem, to burn 
their fingers in purgatory. \ 

In the mean time, as all the fpedlres of the 
monks were manufadured out of thefe ^wicked 
fouls, it was no contemptible favour to leave 
them- accefs to this reprobate groupe: one of 
thefe, has occafionally been worth more to a 
church or a convent, than a dozen faints. 
_.. As to the book itfclf, it is hot, furious, and- 
abufive. The Hypnologijisy as he calls them, 
are bablersy madmen^ dreamersy drunkards ; in 
one word, Anabaptijls and Catalfaptiftsy under 
which name he fays, are comprehended all 

(t) Quod fi quis ipforum adhuc ohRrcpity-^uU psrJitlc^ 
fits flits futurum fit ? Nihil ad nos. Ego pro fidelibi^s rfc- 
{foviA^Q.»»''Pfychopan fol, 50. of the Strfl/iurgh edition, 1545. 

fort« 
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fpcts; aftd kinds of wickedhefles fu). Happify' 
for them, his arguments are as feeble ^nd fo-: 
phiftieal as they themfelves could . wift^ • Such 
as they arc however, they have furnifhed all the- 
btotors and difputants for the confcioufnefs of 
t^e feparate foul, from that day to this, with- 
feriptural authorities. For Cahin had fo; mucb 
wit ia his anger, as not to meddle with the phi* 
lofophical arguments for immortality (x)i 

But though he charges the ^Jtiabaptifts: with- 
§rft bf oaching the do<Stxine of the ,flcep' .qf the 
foul„ in tliefe latter days, he is neverthfekfs ob-^ 
liged to ovvn that fome thoufands were in that 
way of thinking, and fome of thefe gopd mfen -y 
that is to fay, not Anabaptifts. , Whence it 
appears that he very well knew this doctrine 
^as no way conneifted with the pernicious ex- 
travagancies of thcfc enthufiafts 3 though thi^ 
ke^ is difingen'uous enough to infinuate in dive&s 
jaiTages. ; . 

» f .. ■ • - 

'j :(u) And ytt he tos -the modcfty ta fey in his (ecOnd prc- 
fece, Quanquam nee contra eos ("Anabaptiftas] nifi modicr 
bileni effudi ; ut qui ab omnl procacitate et loquendi petu- 
lantia PERPETUO abftinuerim. ., 

. (x) '' Valeant philofbphi, fays he, quibus, cum in omni- 
bus pene rebus folenne fit, nee finem, nee modum fa-r 
cere diflenfionibus ; Hic ita inter fe rixantur, ut vix duo^ 
*^ teftei habiturus fi^, in quacunque tandem opinione ac- 
^^ quieffcas." He acknowledges however that Plato and Jri^^ 
]^otie have difcourfed excellently, on the faculties, of the foul^ 
but that you would in vain confult them for any juft ac- 
count of its fubftatice or origin. However, he thinks them 
upon the whole wifer and more orthodox than the Hypnolo- 
£l/isy who boaft that they are difciples of Chrift^ FoL !► v^ 

He 
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He fayslikewife in one of his prefaces, "that 
they who hold the opinion he endeavours to 
confute, pay no regard to the fcriptures^" 
-evcfn while he is labouring and fweating to fet • 
afide the force of a great rmmber of texts they 
5)ring from thericeu 

Among other things, l^e ta?kes notice of an 
objeftion to his fyftcm, drawn from the filence 
of the fcriptures touching any rewards and pu- 
aiifliments but tJtiofe of k final judgment. 

He acknowledges the fa<9:, but will not allow 
of the confequence. ** I anfwer, fays he, that 
-^ Ghrift is our hcad^whofe kingdom and glory 
" have not yet appeared. If the members were 
•** to go before* the head, die order of things 
'^^ would be perverted and prepofterous/ But 
we fhall then follow our prince, whm he fliaft 
corne in the glory 'of his Father, and ik 
upon the throne of his majefty. In the mean 
^^ time^ THAT Jivethy which is in us, of^ or 
'** from God, namely our fpirit, becaufc Chrift 
*^ liveth who is our Itfe-^ for it would' be abfurd 
** that w« fhould perijby while our life liveth^ 
^* And becaufe oar tiffe is in God, it is therefore 
'*^ with God and happy (y)^ / 

It would be doing too much honour to this 
-contemptible firing of quibbles to offer a repli- 
cation. We therefore bid ^ohn Galvin good 
•night, obferving only that one might bring his 
own commentaries, compofed in his riper years^ 

Ql) Pfychppan, fol. 35* 

D 2 to 
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to confront the foolifh intei:prctations of many 
fcriptures cited in' the Pfycbopannycbia. 

VI. 

30-36- In no long time the doftrinc of the^fcparatc 
exiftence of the foul began to creep into the 
public Confeffions of divers proteftaht churches, 
and Confequently to be equally facred among 
the reformed, as the canons of Clement and Leo 
had made it among the papifts. 

Hitherto indeed no formal confeflion of the ' 
proteftant faith had publicly appeared, except 
thofe prefented to the Emperor, Charles V. at 
the Diet oi Augjburgby 1530, one by the Elec- 
tor of Saxony and the Princes his adherents, 
known by the name of the confeflion of Augf^ 
burgh ; and another by the free cities of Strafe 
burgh y Conjlancey Memmingen, and Lindau. 

. The latter has nothing concerning the im- 
mortality of the foul, nor any thing tending to 
difcover the fentiments of the fubfcribers, on 
that fubjeft. 

The other, which was drawn up by Melanc*- 
thouj touches upon it very lightly, in the article 
concerning the invocation of faints, upon the 
pretence that the writers among the Lutheran^ 
had . been very full on the fubjedt. This want 
of precifion begat conferences between the pa- 
pifts and proteltants, wherein the latter are faid 
to have allo,wed, '* that faints and angels inter- 
" cede for us, and were therefore to be ho- 

** noured 
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** nourod J)utnotmvokedY;sj."' This and other 
concefSonS, mentioned during this Diet, arc put 
to the accpunt of Melancthons timidity : Whe- 
ther he ever made fuch a conceffion is yet a 
problem (^Jy nor does fuch allowance fecm to 
be very confiftent with the argument in the 
' ConfeffioHy mz. ** that invocation of faints at- 
" tributes omnipotence to the dead, and implies 
*^ that the faints know the motions of men's 
" hearts (b)** Be that as it might, this doc- 
trine of inter cejion^ under certain limitations, 
was afterwards admitted by fome of the JLutbe^ 
rans^ as we fhall prefently fee. 

The firft Helvetic confeffion, exhibited by 
Bucer and Capita at, the convention of Divines 
at Wittemberghi in the year 1536, and after** 
wards by Bucer alone at Smalcald 15379 niakee 
no mention of the feparate foul, or caring for 
the dead. This confeffion, and that of the four 
fr^e cities abovementioncd, were probably both 
drawn up by Bucer. 

In the year 1551, Confcffions were prepared 1551. 
to be exhibited to the Council of Trent by 
divers proteftant ftates and churches, among 
others, by the Duke of Wirtenbergh^ and by 
the churches of Saxony. 

^< We acknowledge, fay the Wirtenberghers^ 
** that the faints in heaven pray for us before 

God,y«(? quodam modo.*^ In the next chapter 

they fay, ** Faith requires that we fhould think 

(%) Maimbourg Hift. Luth. apud S^ckndorf I, ij, pag. ^78 
^a) Vid. Seckendorf 1. lii. p. 548. 
fb) Corpus Confefi, p. 3,g, partis 2d^« 

.^^ that 
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^' that tht dead arc not nothing, but that they 
'*' truly live before God ; the. pious* happily in 
*^ CKrift,; the wicked in an hprfiWe expecStatioil 
** '^f the- ^revelation of divine judgment {pj.'^ 
Wrefting thus what the Apoftle Hek x. '27, fay$ 
of apoffates in tKis world, to the intermediate 
ilate of the Impious dead ; as iiid^dOdhin had 
kione before them f^i/^. 

The Saxtms fay, ** In this faith [w2?. of the 
^^ three creeds] we invocate the true God, who 
^^ manifofted himfelf to \m church bjr fending 
^^ hk foft,- ^nd adding other illuftrious tefti- 
*^ monies, joyning oitr prayers with alt faintt 
^^ in heaven and earths In another place hov^- 
never^hey aflirm, *^ that the faints are deadvLVtd 
•^* cannot hear the prayers of their votaries /^^/* 
and how in that cafe they can Joyn ynih thcni 
in prayer, is a little incomprchenfible. . 

Hov^ever when the Harmonizers of the Protc- 
tant confeffiosns-, under the aufpices of the Be/^ 
ffic and Gallican churches, undertook in the 
year 1 58 1 , to make all things ffnooth ^nd con- 
fiftent, they found themfelves under a necefflttv 
of applying a corrective to thefe do<5trines ot 
>3ie Saxons and WirterAerghers^ as follows. * 

f (c) Harmon. Corif. p. 14. imae partis. 
. (d) Ubi, oculi m^tts noftnr, qui nunc fepulti in cirtid, 
.hebetes funt, abilerferii^t banc velut lippitudinent, videbjmus 
<]uae .expeiftabamus, etea requie delef^aoimur. Neque ^moi. 
Veremur -id poft Apoftolvm 'dicere,' qut e ccmverfo 'dicit 
j^cgf^av 7Ttv £x3bif>?v xpteTEwf manere reprobos. Si hseg terribilts^ 
'illA fanQ ctlita, et "feeata merito* vocabitur; Pfychoparij 35^ 

t V. .--..' • *! - 

(e) Corpus Conf;"p.'7Siy &I2S. ad«. partis. , -^ v- 
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*^ y^^^^i ^^^ p^^^r] . We learn in maby 
** placies of the holy fcripture, that the angels^ 
^ according to the nature of the miniftry which 
•* they are fcnt to perform, . do further ^e 
*^ falvaticm of the, godly,' and k is evident from 
that faying. Low doth not fait awa^y and hy. 
Ape, vi. i o, that the fpirit& of jkhe £iint5 takem 
up unto Chrift, do. wiA. their holy de^res^ i^r 
•^ SOME SORT, help forward the grace andt 
** goodndS of.Gods'lduching fhr fidi deliver- 
*^ ance of the church. And ^i judge thab 
as well this, and other places as, of the- feme 
copfefli.on, afidialfo that place ih the 23* 
chap, of the confeffion of Wirtenbergby wJiich> 
foUoweth after the ^i-fedlio'n, p. 45 [p. 48 
of the latin} arc fo to be interpreted. And 
we ackniJwkdge no OTfi^it interceilioii br 
intreating either of the blei3«d angeky or of 
the fpirits of holy men, that .arc now. de- 
parted from. u€ i;/)*" • 
Prohe feeifiisy ineertio't Jkm rmlt^ quam duiumi; 

When people fay the faints pray for them^- 
intercede for them, and that they are better for 
ft^ch interccflion, though I know they are mif- 
takeo, I know at leaft what they meart. But 
when I am told, " that, (not \h!t prayers ^ but) 
^^ the dejires of the faints, do, infome'foHhduc 
*' forward the grace atid goodnefs of God, in 
*^ the full deliverance of the church," I am 
tewildered in a mift of worcjs^ to which I cant 
fix no ideas, 

(/) See the Oijervations at the end of the Harmny^df 
Cgnfcffio;is, 0^/; i. upon the ^SaA-wf confeffion, 

the 
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• The cditolrs of the Corpus ConfiJ/idnufn^ made 
ihorter work with, the Saxons ftill, by exhibiting 
their Confeffion without the claufe, conjunSid 
frecaiione nojira. I was going to fay, fairly ^ 
till I caft my eye by chance on the firft words 
of- the preface to this coUeQion, viz- Exhibentur 
in hoc voluminey celeberrima confejjionn fidei^ ex 
optimis quibufque editimibus, ex omni parte 

INTEGRJE. 

For my part, I canxjot help commiferating the 
diftrefs of thefe poor men, who having once 
allowed the Saints a confcious exiftence in hea- 
ven, were fo hard put to it to keep clear of the 
confequences. 

VIL 

155^. There was however as yet ftothing ill any of 
thefe confeffions, vrhich formally condemned 
the.do^arine of tbejkep of tbefoul^ as an herefy. 
The LutheranSy as appears by the particulars 
above recited, halted between two opinions. 
Whatever Luther s private fentiments were, he 
had no where decided dogmatically on the fub- 
jedt ', and the difference between his followers, 
and thofe of Zuinglius concerning the facra- 
ment, fo wholly engrofled the attention of both 
parties, that other matters were much over- 
looked. 

The honour of firft condemning this tenet 
was referved for our Englifh Reformers, who 
in the 40th of Y^ing Edwards articles compofed 
in the year 1552, and publiQied the year fol- 
lowing, cxpreifed themfclvcs thus. 

y They 
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They who fay that the fouls of fuch as' 
depart hence do deep, being without all 
fenfe, feeling, and perceiving, until the day 
of judgment, or affirm that the fouls die 
*' with the bodies, and at the laft day Oiali be^ 
raifed. up with the fame, do utterly diflent 
^* from the right belief declared unto us in the 
^* holy fcripture." 

Biftiop Burnet J fpeaking of thefe articles, 
fays, " Thus was the dodrine of the church 
** caft into zjhort and plain form, in which they 
*^ took care both to eftablirti the pofitive arti- 
*' cles of reHgion, and to cut oflF the errors for- 
*< merly introduced in the time of popery, or 
of late broached by the Anabiptifts and En- * 
thufiafts of Germany ; avoiding the niceties 
*' of fchoolmen, and the peremptorinefs of 
*\ the writers of controyerfy (g).'' 
- One may be pretty fure that tliis article was 
iK>t aimed at any error of popery; and what 
bufinefs had our reformers to condemn the 
Enthufiafts of Germany^ in a point of dodrine 
lyhich had not been cenfured publicly by the 
orthodox of their own coimtry ? It is probable 
the dodrine here condemned had been held and 
propagated by fome of our own people at 
home. 

" There were, fays Strypey aloofer fort of pro- 
*^ feflbrs of religion, a fort of Anabaptifts^ who, 
a little before that tinie, had private meetings, 
wherein they propofed oddquejiionsj and vented 

{g) Burnet'^ Hift. Ref. vol.. ii. p. 168. 

E ** dangerous 
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dangerous dodrincs and opinions. Of tlielc 
** the coun.cil having notice, they thought it very 
*^ fit to difcountcnance and reftrain them (bj.'" 
The truth is, whoever in thofe days enter- 
tained any opinion out of the caxfnmon road„ 
Vas Called an Anabaptijiy though perhaps he 
did not know what were the diftinguifhing dxw:- 
trines of that fe£t. Juft as in thcfe latter times' 
they who have been troublefome to the profef- 
fors of the. prthodox fyfteio, have been clafped 
with ArianSy Socimans, Methodijisy &c'. 
j;62. . But whatever was the motive with King 
'""^'^ Edward's reformers to declare againft the fleep 
of the foul in this peremptory manner, when 
the articles came to be reviewed in 1562, by 
Parker and his affociatesy this 40th article was 
droped J ' in confideration, as it fhould feefti,. 
that by allowing fefarate fouls to have fcnfe„ 
fueling, and perception, the doctrines of pur- 
gatory and invocation womld very naturally 
foUovv. It is for their honour too, to fuppofe 
they had looked into the fcriptures with a httfe 
more care and lagacity than their predeceflbrs^ 
and could not find the right belief mentioned 
iA the article. » 

VIIL 

[566, ^n the year 1566, was publifibed the feeond 
Ifehetie confeffion, fabricated entirely upon the 
the Calviniftical plan. Luther hzd now been 
iQng out of the way, and the reiga of Calvin 

{h) Life of Cranmcr^ ?• 233- ^ ' 

at 
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At Geneva had determined by his death, but 
two years befofc. Beza fucceeded him, and 
ttioft probably drew up this confeffion, of which 
the following is part of the feventh article, in- 
tituled, 0/ the creation of ali things^ of angels^ 
the devily and man^ ^ ^ 

" We hold that man confifts of two, and 
thofe different fubftanccs in one perfon \ of 
an immortal foul, feeing that, being, fepa*- 
rated from the body, it neither fleeps nor 
*"* dies ; and of a mortal body, which yet, at 
the laft judgment, ftj^ he xaifed from the 
dead, that the whole man from thencefor- 
war<l, may remain to eternity, cither iu life 
^ or death. We condemn all who feoff, at the 
** immortality of the foul, or bring it into doiibt 
by fubtle difputations^ or who fay that the 
foul fleeps, or that it is a part of God (t)^ 
Who fees not in this protejlant Qixion^ the 
features of that of the Lateran council ? 

I. Mr. Bayle^ zpologizmg for Pompo/jafius^' 
has the following remark. ** In Pomponatius's. 
" time they knew of no philofophical fyftem 
*^ but that of Arijlotk:, fo that to aflert that 
^* the immortality of the foul could not be 
'" proved by the pritK:iplcs of that philofopher, 
" and to aflert that it coul^ not be proved by 
*^ philofophical reafons, was one and the fame 

What Bqyle (ays of the time of PomponatiuSj 
is equally true of the time of Calvin and Beza. 

^/) Corp. Confefs. p. 25. imas partis. 
<i) BayUy POMPONACE Rem. 

E 2 ^ The 
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The dodrine of the two fubftances in man, is' 
. founded upon the philofophy of Arijlotle^ in the 
Helvetic^ as well as m tlie -Rd?w^;/ Bull. Calvin 
was as deep in fubjlantial forms^ as Clement or < 
Leo : and, as it might be made appear hy his 
account of eledtion, reprobation, grace, Gfr. 
had as much occafion for them. 

2. The Helvetic heroes as well as the pontic 
jician^ are for prohibiting all difputcs upon the 

queftion concerning the immortality of the foul, 
and both under the fame anathemji. Damna- 
tnus et reprobamusy &c 

3. The Helvetians fay, *^ We condemn all 
" who aflert that the foul is a part of' God.'* 
CALVIN, if I miftake not, afferted fomething 
very like it, in a paflage cited above out of 
Pfychopannychia, He calls the foul, id quod in 
nobis ex Deo ejl. If by ex Deo^ he meant only 

from Gody the fame may be faid of every ingre- 
dient in our compofition. But his exprelfion 
fhews that he meant to diftinguilh the foul 
from fomething elfe which was not ex Deo^ 
in the fame fenfe at leaft. How this diftindion 
can be explained without confidering the foul, 
as difcerptum quiddam ex DeOy I fee not.* 

In the twenty-lixth article of the fame con- 
feflion, we meet with the following paflage. 
" We believe that the faithful migrate di- 
redly from their corporeal death to Chrift, 
and therefore do riot want the prayers, litur- 
gies^ or liturgic offices of the living for the 
•* dead. Alfo we believe that the wicked are 
direftly precipitated into Hell, from whence 

^' there 
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** there is no outlet for impious perfbns, to be 
" procured by any offices of the living/' 

If this is really the cafe, not only liturgic of- 
fices, but even a refurreftion, and a future 
judgment, are needlefs things. Be it remarked 
that this is the firft time v^e meet with the 
Florentine doftrine, of immediate migration to 
Chrift (noted as a deviation from the primitive 
creed by Bp. Taylor^ as above) publickly avowed 
by a proteftant church. However, fo little care- 
ful were thefe Helvetians of expreffing them- 
felves accurately and confiftently, that in another 
place of this very confeffion, the fouls or fpirits 
of the faints get no higher than the ftars* 
Poftquam ajlra petiijjet fpiritus. Airt. V, 

' Thefe laft particulars remind me of our neighr 1 568-. 
hours the Scots, whom I was in fome danger 1580. 
of paffing by. In the year 1 560, their confef- 
fion was offered in, and ratified by the Parlia- 
ment at Edinburgh^ Auguft 17 (I) y of which 
here followcth the feventeenth Article. 
• *< The ele<3: departed are in peace, and reft 
" from their, labours : not that they flepe and 
<5 come to a certain oblivion, as fome fantaftiks 
*^ do affirmef: but that they are delivered 
•* from all fear and torment, and all tempta- 
** tion to which we and all God's eleft are 
<* fubjedt in this life, and therefore do bear the 

(/) See Spoifwood^s Hift. of the church of Scotlandy B. iii. 
p- 150. Ed. 1677. where arc fome circuroftances much to* 
the honour of. qut reforming neighbours. 

** name 
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•* name of the church militant: ascontrari* 
** wife, the reprobate and unfaithful departed 
have anguim and paine that cannot be ex- 
prefled. So that neither are the one nor the 
other in fuch fldpe that they fcle not their tor- 
ment [1. condition.]" * for which they quotei 
Luke x\u 22y 23. xxiii. 43. Apoc. vi. 9. 

I am 

(♦) I tranfcnbe this froni a copy of the Scottilh confef- 
fion, printed at HindoHf by Jtoulcmd HaU, 1561, faid to be 
(et forth and authorized according to the Quenes Majefiies 
injunftions. [EHxabet/:,] It is exadly the fame which is at 
the end of the Englifli tranflation of the Harmony of Confif- 
Jians^ of which 1 have two editions, and all three agree v\ 
faying that, ^^ neither the one nor the other feel their ur^ 
*^, ment^ \But the latin in the Corpus Confeffionum^ has it, 
Ut neque In neque ilSy aJeo dormant, quin fentiunt in qua con- 
<Htione verfentur. And we - are there informed, that this 
latin tranflation was made by a Scotch nobleman of great 
piety, who, in a fhort preface:, fpeaks of thi» confeffion, 
** as firft publijked in the year 1568, and being only in the 
^ SdOttifh diale£l^» had not been communicated, that he 
*5 knew of, to ' any other churches." Which is the more 
probable, ;a^ it had been in print feven or eight* years before 
the Trariffator himfelf knew of it. ^ames VL caiifed it to' 
be folemnljr fubfcribedand ratified lA Parliament, anno 1580/ 
Spot/wood iays that ^ the King, having had certain difpenia-r. 
^* tions (hewed to him which came from Rme^. whereby the 
** catholicks were permitted to promife, fwear, fubfcribe^ 
** 4rc. any* thing, fo as in miiid they continued firm, and 
^' did ufe their diligence to advance in fecret the Roman 
** faith, caufed his minifter Mr, John Craig^ form a fliort' 
^^ confeflion of faith, wherein all the corruptions of Rome^ 
** as well in do<£lrine, ^s outward rites, were particularly 
** abjured, and a daufe infcrted (becaufe of thdc difpenfa- 
*< tions) by which the fubfcribers did call God 10 witnefs;' 
*' that in their minds and hearts they did fully agree to the 
** faid confeflion, and not feign br diltemblc in any fortV* 
Thi& is only a formal proteftation againft: the errors of po- 
pery, which now appears at.th<| head of tbeidld oenfeffion. 

James 
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I am afraid this article will by no means bar^ 
momze with the Helvetic migration of holy 
fouls to Chrift, nor with dire^ precipitation of 
the wicked and unbelievers into helL The bap- 
pinefs of the ^int^ here mentioned^ is all of 
the negative ibtt, and though pofitive torm^ts' 
and anguifli are, in^ this Scottifti confeffion> 
made the portion of the wicked, yet we find it 
all enda in this, that neither the ono nor the 
other are fo faft afleep, but that they are fenfible 
of their condition. The hypothefis of the Scots 
feems to admit of an increafe of happinefs^ and 
mifejy after the refurreftion j that . of the Hel^ 
vetians will admit of none. 

X. 

Accordingly when, in the year 1612 the i6j2» 
confeflion of the Remtmfiranti appej^d, the 
Cahinifis cenfured it, among other things, for^ 
omitting to mefxtioo> the happy^ iqwu^ortality ^ 
of fouls in heaven^ after this life^ which, they 
fay, is exprefsjy delivered in their cateqhifin i' 
ajid for this omiffion, the Rempuftrants ^are^ 
accufed of Socinianifm (m). ^ '• 

• « f 

yama was then but m the r4th year of his age* Bat as he 
Jed. the way- with hk own fubfcription both, so the Profe/ia^ 
iim and' CwnfeJJkn^ occafioa was taken from hence by Bellar^ 
mine^ after Jam^^s acceffion to the crown of Englandy. to 
reproach Jiiip ^ bar.ing efpoyfed and authenticated the^oc- 
trine qF the puritans: which laid bifiiop Andrews under the 
, difagreeable difemma either of acknowledging the orthodoxy 
of the Scd^ifli cqnfefliony or of pleading the king's nonage 
againft his own royal aft. Vid.Refponf. ad A^olag. Card^ 
Bellarmnu ijto i6ro^i p. 35a. 
" {in) ' Apologia prp Coafcflione Rcmonftrantium. cap. xix^ 

' Epifcopius 
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Epifcopius defefids himfelf and his brethren 

by obferving, " that the judgments of the 

greateft divines had formerly, and ftill did. 

vary, concerning the ftatfe of departed fouls j . 

that the fatheis feemed to be pretty well 

agreed, that no fouls were adnaitted into pa- 

radife, till our Saviour by his death, opened . 

the door and went in,, with the penitent thief. 

in his company : that though all the fathers, . 

down to the end of ,the fourth century, / 

judged that the fouls of the faithful were re-) 

ceiyed into Paradife after our Lord had opened . 

it, yet they w'ere far from agreeing what or 

where this Paradifq was. Some underftbod 

that it meant heaven y others Hades , not the 

place of torment, but a common receptacle 

where the fouls of the good and bad -sVere 

referved till the laft judgment, for which he 

cites LaSlantius lib. vii. cap. 21. ^The 

Greek fathers, he fays, were unafnimous in 
their opinion that the fouls of the faints ^ did ^ 
not enjoy the vifion of God, nor were ad- 
mitted into the fruitioa of glory, till the re- 
furrecftion ; and that Calvin himfelf feems to 
have favoured this notion, both in his P^- 
chopannycbia and in his. inftitutions *, and 

« laftly, 



* Ludovicus Capellus publiflied a traft intitule3, De homi- . 
num po/i mortem Jlotu ufq\ ad tdtimum judicii diem^ wherein 
he attempts to prove, againft the received opinion, " that . 

thfi feparate foul doth not go immediately to heaven or . 

hell upon the death of the body, but remains in a ftate of 

expe^ation, which is a. ftate of happinefs or mifery, ac- 

*' cording 
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>* laiftiy tKat th* Sociniaoi diemfelvcs acfcnoW- 

'^* h^ge ZB much conccrmng the receptioA of 

^-**-^ fouls into heaven immediately after their de^ 

•^ parture from the body, as i§ expfeffed in the 

*** gerteral v^rd^ of their catechifm, &c: (jt). 

The C^lviwjlf, I believe, muft have beert 

grievoufly pro^^ed and mortified by. this reply 

^ Epifccpiuii the truth of which they could 

• tt€« dtny: ^ Ihew that ffeey went againft the 

^Aiream of the moft orthodox fathers in dieir 

'€aticiiJmy^i&'b$Ld enough; • But that vi^as a fmali 

-fnatter Jii t%>m{>arifoh di his^ putting it- out df 

their pd weir * to fix* Sccinidnijin on the Remon^ 

'ftrcntSy ^w5t^ut ftigmiti^ihg their venerabfe 

mafter with^ ^e fan^e brand-mark. 

: The readfci* Will not expeA that 1 who pro- 

fcfs to consult his eafe as ^ell asihyowri^ 

(houM telke notipe of {i th6u!&ndth p^^ tlie 

various fcribblings on the immortality of the 

'foul, with which, every fubdlvifion of the pe- 

^riod we have gtme through^ was peftered^ ty 

papifts^ and proteftants, by tntjx of all fe£ts ana 

' *^ cxirding ^ the foul is confcpus of the good at tn\ of hs 

,**• by-fpent Jifq during ite ut^n with the bcriy," , Set* at 

* coIk£Fion of his pieces In JfoUo printed at Amjlerdafn tb^Q: 

' In this trkft C^frejha cites thefe paiffiiges of Cahin^ fnentionedl 

^^^ ^tfiSDpao^ as igreeing with his.opintoti, but is obKgedto) 

add fttch cotainehts aad expIaaatioAs to GrAz/iVsjWords 'as 

j)laiBly fliew the fentiments of that Reformer to have been by 

' no means clear and precife tipon the Tubje£t. Cdhin Jndced 

was hx from being nmfterof the queftion \ ^hd-ohe^Wy dlf- 

covet in his expreffions a kind of perplexity wihfph Was 

plainly fuggefted by the fear of giving advantages to bis ad- 

Verfanes ot dllFerent denominations. 

(n) Afo\, pi^Cojifef. H-emohft* it, s. - 

' * ' - * 

F bcrefiesy 
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bercfies^ and even hy Jews and Mahometand. 
It is but good manners to fuppofe ih^t they who 
.pcefided in chriftian churches, and to whom: the 
formation of public fyftems of dodrine was 
left, would feleik the quintejence oi 2iX the 
learning that had ever becai employed in eluci- 
dating any particular fubje A, 'Tis our misfortune 
that thtey feena. tP have fucceeded worfe on the 
. queflion before us than upon any o^en T mean 
dais of our protefhuu: anceftors, '^ot ta what 
do al} their determiji&tions amount, but to a 
confufe4 juipble of iAconfiftent notions concern-- 
ing an intermediate ftate^ , whioh whil^ one felt 
are labouring to prop by fcripture hints and 
innuendos, in confequence of the old fyftem of 
natural. /immortality, another are endeavouring, 
to pulldown in order to keep out purgatory y 
: by proving that the fcriptures fpeak of i^m ilat^s 
. ^»^, heaven and helL 

It may probably be neither ui)enit;!^rtalQing npr 
^ unedif^ing. to fiibjoyn the account that Capellus 
gives of; the original o/ this.diftreis/ ; ; 

Some, fays he,* perhaps may 'wonder, how 
it' has happendd, if our opinion is the more 
probable, that both Proteftant and Popiih 
Divines have agreed in that opiniq^i whiph 
. we oppole {viz. that the ibuls. of « good men go 
immediately to heaven) ranfwcr, that bqth 
the one and the other have .dej)arted from 
the primitive opinion of the ancient fathers 
of the Chriftian Ghurch, and efpoufed this 
other, but with very different and contrary 
views. The Papiits, in order Xp fuppprt their 

*• erroneous 
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erroneous pradlicc of invocating the faints, 
thought h convenient, that the faints fhould' 
be ftationed, before the refurreftion, in the ' 
third heaven, where the blcfled enjoy the 
beatific vifion of God, and where, in their 
fictitious mirrour of the Divine Eflence, they 
might behold all things which are tranfofted 
upon earth : and that being by this means 
nearer, and confequently more like unto - 
God, they might fecm to be properer objedts ' 
of our prayers, vows and religious worship. ' 
It was therefore the fpirit of fuperftition and 
idolatry^ which drove the Papifts into this- 
opinion. But the Proteftants, having another ' 
popifli error to oppofe, namely Purgatory,' 
and the proper fetisfaftipn for fm there to be* 
made, which would have authorized the - 
Pope's indulgences 3 were afraid that, if 
they fhould grant that there was a third 
place appointed for the fouls of the pious and 
holy after this mortal life, they might like- 
wife* be obliged to admit this fiAitioiis Purga- 
tory. And therefore thought dt fafer abfo- 
lutely to deny any middle ftate, than to ex- 
pofe themfelves to the tricks and fulJtikies 
of the Papifts in fupporting their Purgatory, 
by granting fuch third or middle ftate **" 
' IVhat Catcllus propofed by this differtation was 
to help his brethren the Proteftants, out of this 
difficulty, which he thought might be done by 
Shewing ** that a purgatory would not follow 



. * iFrMi^the tra<^.al>ovementiaoicd, ^t tHe end. 
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^^ from the comcci&oa of a middle itsKte fuch as. 
^* the primitive father^ had rq>refcnt;ed it." la: 
this he fuccedes weU enough* But he had donev 
mueh better fervice to the Proteflaatcaufey ai^d* 
gained more honour to himlelji^ had he fhewn^ 
fis be n:*jght have done hy the hejp of thofe very^ . 
texts he employs, that there were no grounds foe . 
the notion of fin intermediate con&ioufneis of « 
ftparate fouls, either of the righteous or thq . 
wicked, between death and the refurroi^ion,,. 
But % incumbring himfelfwith thi& interm^di-? . 
ate co^fcioufnefs without determining where o% . 
how the -ff par^t^ foul fubfifts, he has left the , 
difputejuft where he found it j apd to coofefs, 
the truth, has made ftrange work with fome of 
thofe texts,, which, in their plain, obvious mean-? 
ing, neither favpured him nor his adverfaries. 

For examplq. Speaking, to that text cf St., 
Vdul I Cor. XV* 18. where the apoftle fays, If 
Cbriji is not rifen^ thn they ivbd are fallen qflcep, 
in- Chrifi are perijhed^ht comments upon it thus,, 
Pereufity non fuiJem quoad lb eje^ fed quoad Jo ie-r , 
fze eje; boc efty ^antidm nd feliQita^em^ [pofitam, 
in l^t4' heata refurre5livnis future ;exf^ 
ajs h^ defcribes this ftlicity ^bove J (^^ prorfu^. 
evertitury fublatd rejurreSlime. What ideacasu 
any one form of thcfe half-pmlhed fouls ? But. 
V^•'h^ will not an cagerncfs to ferve an hypotlwd? 
tpmpE, a map to fay ? * 

XI, ^ ' ' 

]i^^' But as the Papifts were fteady to their intercft, 
and, for theiiK^ part, uniforcf i|i tfa)e:%)|)«rt 

f^--': " ". . -of 
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of a pdat upon which £b much of it dtq)cndcd, . 
they had a gijcat advantage againfi the Protef^ . 
tanta who were dwided, not only upon thls^ but 
upon other fubjcdte, ^ 

. Among others who attacked them upon the 
fcore cxf their divifions, was a capuchin friar; 
caUed Valerian Magniviho in the year 162 &. 
publijlied a book at Prague,, intituled, X)^ Aca^ 
timUcorum regula crejkam (f). 

. This book was anfwered by yaacbim. Stegman* 
a Socinian divine> in a trad: intituled^ Brevis . 
Di/guffyio^ an 4t quomoJa vufgd 4i3i evangelici^ 
pontificios, ac nomnatim Valenani Magni de Aca^. . 
tboticorum credendi regula judicium folide atque 
evidenter refutare qiuafa (q) . 

The fcope of Sfegmfin^s work is to fhew, that 
the Protcftants, by adhering to the peculiar . 
fyftem oi Luther^ Brentius^ Calvin, B^ski^Uc- 
&c. had 5 in many inffances, offered weak and 
improper argunients again ft Popery, which had* 
lata, tncm under needle^ difGculties. His ad- 
vice v& therefore to difbard alt human authority, * 
and ftick to the fcripture only> as explained and 
underftood by right reafon, without having any 
regard to tradition^ or the authority of Fathers^ 
Councils, &c. 

Mr. Bajfle lays this book did more hurt than 
good, not bccaufc it was^ not well written, but . 
becauie it tended to difparage ^he reputation of 

. (p} Bayk^s Dia. VoL 5*^ p. 741. Edit. 173S. and Def- 
inaizeaux Life of Hales^ P* 4^ 5* 

(q) Tbece h an £ngli& tranflation of tbu book in the 

' the 
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the firft: Reformers, broke in upon dieir fcveral 
f)fftems, and what was worfc than all the reftj 
was manifcftly the work of fomebody tainted 
with the hcrefies of Socinus and Arminius (r). ' : 
• In the eighth chapter of this trad the author 
cbfcrvcs, ^* that Luther and Calvin teach iuch • 
*• things, as are injurioufly defended, not only : 
^* againft the Papifts, but alfo againft the very \ 
** lite of the Chriftian religion, true piety. Of * 
** the former fort is that opinion wherein they 
X *^ hold that the dead live. For they fuppofe that 
^* the fouls of men, in that very moment wherc^ 
*' in they are parted from their bodies by death, - 

(r) For a fample of the opinions x)f the orthodox concern- . 
ing this book, take the following account of it in a letter 
from Dr, Samud Ward to Archbifhop UJher* " There is a. 
^^ little book, intituled Brevh Difquykio^ which, I fuppofe, 
^* your LorcUhip hath fecn. It contatneth i^i it ftindry, 
*^ pqth Sodnian and P€lagian foiat$ ; as alfo that the body , 
^^ which ihall.be raifed in the refucre£lion, is ^otidrmnu^ 
^^ mero ; alfo fouls do not live till the refurredion, befld^ ; 
*• fundiy othci* points. It. is printed kleutheropoIL It is - 
<< iaid it cooieth out of Eaton^Colkg^ and that Al(fius [John 
^^ H^let] (hould be the author, . who was at i)^rr*witb us. 
•* I am forry fuch a book fiiould come thence/* . Parr*$ 
Life of l^eTf p. 473.™ Such is the illiberal voice of efta- ^ 
blifhed fyftem. Couid more fealbnable or wholefome ad* : 
vice be given to Proteftants ? Was not this the very method 
afterwards adopted by our incompaFable Chillingworih? Did 
not the Papifts feel the effeds of it from his able hand with 
the utmoft regret. «* It is a newjhifij fays the abfurd Cre^i" 
** which, how fiir other Proteftants OMt of England will ap;- . 
** prove, I know not." Whether they approved it or not 
is- very immatct;iaL Whajtever may become . of their me- 
thods, ChiUingworth\ method will;, remain an impregnable 
biulwark, not only ^ainft that wicked and fordid fuperfti- 
tion, but againft all attempts to overthrow Chriflian Liheriy^t 
irpiQ any other quarter i as long as his book ihairiaft. ^ 

arc 
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are carried cither to heaves, and do there ieet 
heivenly joy^ and pojSefs all kiods of happi- 
nefs which God hath prbmifed to his people; 
or to hell, and are ihere torAiented and exy 
cruciated with unquenchable fire.. And this 
they altributfe to the mere fouls feparated from 
the bodiies, even before the refurre^on of the 
men themfelves, that is toiay, while they are 
yet dead«— Now this is the fcfund^on; not 
only of.Purgatory, but alf6 of that horrible 
idoktry pra(3:iied aoiong the P^pifls, while 
they invocate the faints thfttf are dead (^)/'< 
Stegman^ whatever inferences he niight draw 
irom Calvin s principles, certainly mifreprefents 
Luther^ as will be feen in th^^j>pen4ix. He is 
however quite right in faying that if ^e fyfteqi 
above recited is admitted, you .cannot eafily over- 
thrqw the invocation of S.aint$. . > 

Cardinal du Perron, for example, arguts 
thus., .^^ It is certain that the devils themielves 
know, all thing? that pafs in ourjmagination, 
as ^ thefe things are thoughts. For the 
maxim .of St. Auftin^ is indubitable, ej^^r/^/ 
intelUgentemfpeculari pbantafmuta\t) : which 
being fo, there is nojoom to doubt, but that 
angels' and happy ipirits, clearly underftand 
;^^ and kno^y the prdybrsy even the Qiental ones, 

(s) Phoenix vol. ii. p. 334. Kot having the original latia, 
I am obliged' to make ufe of the bad tranflation in this col« 
Icftion. -^Thc DifquiJkU is here aicribed to Hales of Eton: 
concerning which miftake. See Defmaizeauxj Hift. & Crit. 
Account b£ his Life, p. 4. &c. 

(t} Jiifiin hTii the ttizxim from Ari/ictle, Vid, Poniponat* 
Chap., iii^ Nooma 3ii faOa^'^a &€»>ffiy* 

'' of 
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'"of t&o(e wh«) call ujpofi tKctii.^-^lf tbedse- 

^* ^n8 ttear-the prftyer^ pf tiioiib who call them 

;'< up9 how is it ithat; tilie Takrts^ate bdlieved to 

• " be deaf -to liie ^a^te 4«f thde who invoke 

> Again^ tbis redibnmg itwiliiid lie:m yulfi t& 
'^rgue, as die Protdfl^iM^ idid in niyeir cunfef- 
:fioAs, Aftdetfewhere, *^ iliatiftheSaititel^ard 
:** thte ^i^m^-ihdr vot^rierr thiy mtoft be 
•** on*ii^knt;*' 'Hiertr wa& not a RroteftaBit a- 
^mong dieAi, ^thlt> iti^thdeidays, woQld;^ftturt 
to deny the indUbitafble ma^cim of St. jiufiht^ 
*ahc[ having ohee {^aced die faints in heaven, 
• nothing y/btild di^amge themfo much As fup- 
pofe they bad not as mudb fpirituai intelligence 
^as tile Ddvlis* '. x. , 

BulL ^Whiat>d6 we t^k of ihofe da^sf A liivinc 
of our own times, of no fmall repiitaiiion, bsrs 
not only granted the prdmilTcs^ b^t VA asmUch 
room for the confequences, as the Pipifts them-* 
^felves cduld <iefirc. ^* lie fays, thar ifaparafe 
fpirits become confcious of one Itnocher'a 
thoughts and volitions by fome unknown 
way that Gqd has appointed,-- *and thdt 
" doubtlefs, there is a way, whic^ Qod, the 
*' creator fpirit, has ordfeinedi, whereby cwated 
'^ fpirits, -which are fecial things, fliiall main- 
tain, fociety find friendly communion with 
other created fpirits, when they are in their 
native fiate> feparate from their nnterial en-* 

(u) PERRONIANA au- mottc DIABLES. 
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^-gincs." (i»)y And'th?n if to this we adcl' 
another of his pofitions, ** that the foul adls 
'** feparatfely from the body, even Svhilft the* 
" body is alive," it may as certainly have com- ' 
inunication with its kindred difembodied fpi- 
xits, and m the fame unknown way., as thofe' 
difembodied fpirits have communication and fo- ' 
<cicty one with another ; and this being admi't- 
tedj what is there to hinder Cardinal Perran*A 
*concluiion from taking iimmediate effeft? Or* 
what occafion to aicribe 'omnipotence aiid om-' 
aiicience to this fpiritual fociety,. feeing the* 
^cator fpirit confers upon them knowledge and 
<;apacity enough, in Dr. Watts % way, to qua- 
lify them' for interccffors, and to keep open the 
.communication, by a chain of intelligence from 
embodied fpirits to difembodieB^ from thofe to 
angels, &c. ' . 

XIL 

• 

: Dn Watts ^ tlieory is that of Des Cartes^ ifi^c 
which he adopts in order to confute Mr. Locked 
principle that the foul docs not always think. 
And as the French philofopher comes next 
itndcr our notice in order of time, we fliall 
now take a fhort view o£ his operations and 
fucccfs. 

Des Cartes' s aim was to confute the dodlrinc 
f^ /ubflantial forms^ which imported, " that 
'^^ natural bodies are made up of two fubftan^ 

{w) WatU's Philofophical Eflays^ 8vo. 1733. p. 176. 
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ff CCS, matter, and form. That the form of 
^* all natural bodies, man only excepted, is a 
f* corruptible being, which never tails to be 
*^ deftroyed when the compound perilhes, that 
*^ is whenever a ilone, or a tree, or a dog 
^f are converted into natural bodies of another 
«? fpccies- (x):' 

To (hew how man came to be excepted out 
of this general law ' of nature, was the bufincfs 
of the fcheolmen, who however did not give . 
univcrfal fatlsfaftion to ibme philofophers prior 
to Des Caries. It was obfcrwd, that they who 
followed this fyftem, could give no proofs of 
the immortality of the . foul -, for in order to 
that, they ihould make it appear that the foul is 
immaterial ; which the very notion of its being 
the fubftaatial or effcntial form of ^ material 
|)ody, would not admit of. 

The fcholaftic h3rpothefis indeed, was thus ef- 
fe(3;ually overthrown, but the church could not 
fpare the dodtcine of the imnwrtality of the foul, 
or its confcious exiftence in a feparate ftate, an4 
they who had fcnfe enough to demolifli the hy- 
pothefiis of Arijlotle and Aquinas^ never attempt^ 
ed to find out another that vyould anfwer the 
fame purpofe. 
This honour was refervcd for Des Cartes^ 
■ whofe meditations appeared in the year 1640J 
The fum of his fyftem is, " that all thinking 
*'* fubftances are diftind: froni matter, from 
^' whence it necefiarily follows, that the foul 

{x) BayU FOMPONATIUS. [F.] 
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*^ of man is a fpirit, or a fimple iridivifiblc bc- 
** ing, and confeqachtly immortal." Hence it 
followed that- a fubftantial form,' being co-ex \ 
tended with the body to which it belonged^ 
and confcqiiently divifiblci muft be incapable 
of thinking. 

This doStrine of Des Gartcs .was immedi- 
ately controverted by the great Gaffendi^ who 
maintained, that ** though it (hould be grant- 
** ed, that mind and body may be conceived a- 
^* part^ it would not follow that they are two 
*/ diftinfl fubftanceg, and he fays, Des Cartei 
** neither has proved, nor can. provt from rea- 
*/ fony (for he grants the fadk in compliment to 
** the church), that thought and extenfion ma^ 
•* not go together, conftituting one being or com^ 
*^ pofitunti a©d that all Des Cartes\ pretended de- 
f* monftrations, arc mere affirmationsy and pe^ 
\* titiones principii. He derides the notion of 
^* an unextended fiibftancc, receiving extended 
V images, and being kfclf fpread through, com- 
** mixed, or united with the body, adting on,^ 
^\ and feeling from each part, and being either 
** totum in toto or tofum in qualibet parte y &c. 
i' &c. (y)r . • . . 

It was to little purpofe that Gaft ndi ^p^id thlf* 
compliment to the church, namely, to grant 
the exiftencc of the foul in a fepa^a!te ftate, if, * 
a'S Mr. Arnauld affirmed; th*e reading of Gaf^ . 
Jendi's book led foniie perfohs at Naples into the 
error of Epicurus^ concerning the ihortality of 

(y) Gaffend^ o^wtit philofoph. Tom. ili. 

Q z the^ 
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thft foul. And as^ Arnauld Himfelf was a zeaP- 
ous Cartefian^ no doubt but he was perfuaded 
tUat Gaffendi\ reafoning bad this impious ten-^ 
dency. 

The church however to whicBr thefe gende-i- 
men belonged, thought very differently front 
Mr. Arnauld. The inquifitors of Rome put 
jDex Qartes'% book into their Jbidex expurgato^ 
riufy but did not at all concern thiemfelves witfat 
that of Gajfendi^. which provoked ^/ti^wA/ td 
cxdaim, " Is not this to permit men to fwaT- 
^^low poifon, and prohibit them:fron^ taking thii 

antidote? (^)^^* 

" No, would the Inquifitors hava replied, yod 
** quite miftake the matter. The poifon is in' 
*' the book of Des Cartes. His c^emonftrations* 
** have a tendency to fet afidc the moft folemn' 
" decifioAS of the church (a)^ An immaterial 
^^-fubftanee can. fuffcr nothing in our purgatory. 
*F Wc defire to ftick to fubjiantial forms. And 
*.* we give jrou. fair warning, that whatever phi- 
** lofophical fyftem nioft favours the peculiar. 

do&ines of the church, will always have 

the greateft nacrit with us, whatever rcafon^» 
** truth, or good fenfe there: may be in that 
** which oppofes it/' Was not Mr, Arnauld- 

" (%) Bayk. PONPONATIUS,. rem^ [a] 

(u) Des Cartes's principles were deinonftrated tabe cen*- 
trary to the doftrine of the cbmrcb bf^ R»me in the article oP 
Ti^anfubftantiation, in a book publiAed at Farisj i68c». 
See Mr. BayU'% Letters. Let. xxxi; Edit. Amftirdam 1729*. 
See alfo Journal des ScavarfS for Ftbruaryj^ 1666. QZg. 250. 
Amfterdaniy 1679- 
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kware of this ? Or did he diffemBle his know"- 
ledge of it? 

Mr. Amauld fuppofes that if Gaffendi ancj 
others would not nave oppofed Des Cartes'^ 
fyftem, but have left it to it*s natural operation^ 
k might have been of infinite fervite in con- 
vincing the rooft incredulous, that nothing ca» 
be xnore contrary to reafbn than to affert thal^ 
the foul pcrifhcs with the body. « This, jir-^ 
^* nauUhys^ Des Cffrtes made appear by lay-r 
•* ing down from clear principles, and fuch a$ 
.♦* are . only grounded on natural notions, which 
•* men of fcrifc cannot but acknowledge, 
^ that the foul and the body,, that is, what 
** thinks, and what is extended, are two fub-- 
** ftances wholly diftindt; fo that it is impoffiblcr 
'* that extenfioa fhxHild be die- mode of a think-* 
** ing fubftance, and thought the mode of aa 
♦^extended one* This being well proved, (as» 
•* it is in Des Cartes s meditations) no libertine,^ 

if. he has any juftncfs of thou^t can remainp^ 

convinced that the foul dies with the body." 
This paflage of Mr. ArnaulJy{2y^Bay^Iey{hcw^ 

what advantage may accrue to religion from 
^ the hypothefis oppofed hyPothponatius (b). It 
•* may be made ufe of agjunft fome libertines,. 

(h) The hypothefis oppofed by Pampomniusj and the hy» 
pothefis of Des Cartes^ went upon very different principles,, 
as Mr, Bayle very well knew; They were however fo far 
the fame, as that .bo(h pretended tp demonftrate the fepa* 
sate exiftence of the foul upon metaphyfical principles ; and^ 
that is what Mr. Bayle means. An hypothefis which d«e»- 
not want the aid of revelation.. 
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^^ who will fee before they beUevc, and whd 
" defpife the obfcure arguments ^alledged by di-» 
^^ vines. Nothing can more cfFectually reclaini 
*^ thefe men, than to convince them of the im- 
*^ mortality of the foul: It is an inlet to the right 
^^ way, and this lirtt ftep may be attended 
" with happy confequences." 

I beg theiegentlemen^s pardon ; they are quite 
iniftaken. The fuppofilioa is ill grounded^ and 
is confuted by the matter of fact every day^ 
The more any man is convinced of the immor- 
tality of the foul from tfie principles of jp-tjlotk 
or Des Cartes, the lefs will he concern himfelf 
dbout the truth or falfchood of the gofpel-account 
bf futurity. The confcT&us exillcnce of the 
foul after its departure from the body, and its 
capability of happinefs and mifety in a ftate of 
feparation, is an obvious and known prejudice 
agairift the doctrine of a refurrecfion of the dead^ 
For to what end a refurrection, if rewards ajid 
punifhments may be .difpenfed without it ? 

Arnauldj who was a warm diiputant, might 
not be aware of this confequence.- But Mr. 
Bayky if he was in earned, is abfolutely inexcu- 
fable in making fuch a refledtion ; inafmuch a» 
by admitting elfewhere, " that, with refpedl to 
** the proof of a future ftate, the dernier refort 
*^ is to. revelation, when the proof from realbn 
" and philofophy fails,'' 1^ muft admit that the 
one fort of proof i^ totally diftin<ft from and in- 
compatible with the other. If the principles of 
reafon and philofophy procede to dcmonftration, 
how can it be conceived thefe principles ihould 

ba 
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be ah inlet to a fort of proof which throws rea-» 
fori and philofophy .quite out -of the queftion ? 
Arc there any principles of reafon and philofo- 
phy by which it may be demonftrated that the 
dead (hall be raifcd ? He fuppofes a certain fort 
of men \vould. not believe the immortality of the 
foul, except it could be made plain t^ tnem by 
tjie pfippiples of reafoji and philofophy. Why 
fo? *' Becaufp, fays he, the arguments of di- 
vines are obfcure." Do thcntne proofs fron^. 
philofophy, njakethefe. arguments clear and per- 
fpicKous ? By no means. Thefe arguments arc 
of the fame weight and force, whether Arijiotle^ 
Aquinas and Des Cartes a^e right or wrong. 
The arguments of divines, i. e. arguments 
fpunded pn fpripture for the imn^ortality of msm, 
^rc fo far from borrowing. any aid from reafon 
and philofophy, that they rcfcjr to the pm€r ^nd 
nipill of God, exemplified in a matter of fad, 
iJhe refurredtion of Jefus, which reafon and phi- 
lofophy can neither explain nor account for. If 
the promifes of God may be depended upon, 
and if he is able to perform them, men may, * 
and certainly will be raffed from the dead at the ' 
appointed tinie, whether the foul has or has not 
enjoyed its confcioufhefs from the period of death, 
to that of the refurredion. But on the other 
liand, if it may be demopftrated by philofophical 
principles, that there is one part of man, which 
never dies, and which may be delighted or af- 
flicted, rewarded or punifhed, by the means of 
its own peculiar feelings or fenfations, in a ftate 
cf feparation from the other part, it is hardly 
' ' credible 
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ctedibk that God Should fcftorc that other part' 
to life, to accprnpliflii a purpofe whiich may be 
brpught aljout without it* . 

1644. While thcfc debates were going on abroad be- 
tween JDw (?^r/^j zni Giijendt\ and their rel'- 
peftive partizans, little notice feems to hare 
oeeh taken of them in our t)wn country, which 
may be Well enough accounted for by the confu- 
fion of the times^ AU^ or the moft part of the-, 
clogical cotttroverfy turned, in thofe days, on 
church power. 

• Howevef in thefc times, one particular writer 
who diftihgaifhed himfclf by the initials R. O^ 
took occaiion in the year 1644, to .publifh a* 
traft intituled, Man^s mortalities ^ a treatife 
therein if as prm)ed htb iheohgicdtly sni pbih/O" 
fbically^ that wbde. man (as a rationed treaturey 
is a compound ndnlfy mortal contrary to that com^J 
mon difiinBion offouf and body : And that the pre^ 
feni going of the Joul into heaven or heli is a merd 
JiSlion t And that at the refurreBion is the begin-- 
ning of our immortality^ and then aSiusi condem^ 
nation and fahation^^ and not before (c). 

The fcriptural arguments njade iife of by this 
author, confift in explanations of, and inferences 
ftom the texts that are commonly alledged a- 
gainft an intermediate ftate^ and folutions of ob- 

• • * * 

(c) ^aid. to be pritit^d ^t Jrft/terdam by John Canm 1644* 
But there waa a fecond «diti^i> cid^rged, printed at Lcmbni 

ieCtions 
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jefilons taken froni fuch as found another way i 
wherein, the writer, though in an uncouth 
manner^ fhews himfclf si mailer of his fubje<ft#' 

His philofophy is wholly of the fcholaftic 
kind, according to the fyflems of thofe tinies» 
and ^e point he chiefly infifts lipon^ is the pro<- 
jpagation of fouls by generation or procreation, in 
jOjppoiidon to the dodrine of immedliate creatkm of 
inmiiont at the time of conception. He reckons 
up no lefs than ^neteen dufferent opinions q£ 
ancients and moderns, concerning the fubftance 
of the foul ; after which he adds the following 
ienfible remark* 

'* Divers other conceptions and fancies there 

. ^' be to uphold this ridiculous invention of thd 

. ** foul, traduded from the heathens (who bj^ 

^' the book of nature underdood an imtnortalitjr 

.'^ >after death). but through their ignorant^ how 

5* or which vray,- this invention, reported to b0 

*^ PJato\ was occaiioned^ and begat a general 

/^ belief. And fo they, and after them th/e 

" chriftians, have thus Jftraincd their wite to 

^* fuch miferabie (hifts, to define what it /j, but 

*^ neither conclude wilh any certainty^ nor givd 

/* latisfection therein /'^y)/' • 

He pitches upon tne fyftem of Arijlotk for 
exambation, as the nioft intelligible, and at the 
fan>e time moft in vogue in thofe days ; and^ 
upon the whole, finds no lefs than fixty-^nine ab-. 
furdities in. the hypothefis of his opponcnts- 

This writer immediately met with an anftverer^ 
Whoj in the warmth of his orthodoxy, calls him^ 
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*' a worthlefs pamphleteer, a forry animal, wh© 
•' had ftep*d into me trond of fcriblers, in dcr- 
•* fence of an old rotten herefy, condemned 
" and fufFocated by confent of the wife almoft 
" at the hour of the birth ;" but is withal, very 
tender of entringinto particulars; touching R. 
0*s fcripture proofs with great delicacy; and 
building his fortrefs with the untempered mortar 
of human authority, s from a whole cartload of 
philofophers and divines, poets and fchoolmeif, 
pagan, rabbinical, papiftical, mahometan and 
what not, who in reality were juft as much ia 
agreement with each other, as he was with R. O. 
as appears by his citing ScaKger and Des Cartes ^ 
along with AurealuSy a ' difciple of the angelic 
dodtor, as fupporting the fame fyftem concerning 
the foul. 

I bring thefe particulars, not with a view of 

'of deciding upon the merits of the controver^, 

but merely to fhew what was doing in our own 

trountry during this interval. ^ I procede to fomc- 

* thing more worth our notice. 

^ . • XIV... 

j^5^^ NICHOLAS PERROT ficur dTAblancourf^ 
, died in the year 1664. A little before his death 
he fent a difcourfe to Mr. Patru in defence of 
hrs opinion, " that religion, pot reafon,. teaches 
' ^* us the immortality of the foul/* He fpeaks 
of the blindnefs of philofophers, and particuliairly 

* of Arijiotle, and probably '(for I have not his 
' book at hand) combats his arguments much as^ 

Pomponatius does. It is not to be f^ppofed that 

' " he 
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lie was ignorant in what way the peripatetic 
philofophv had been refuted by Des Cartes-^ 
there are nowcver no references to that fyftem, 
in flic cxtra6ts given us from Perrot\ book in 
B^le. But he muft be.underftood to pafs fen<^. 
fence upon that among the reft; for he fays, 
^ Take a yie.w of ALL the fchools of philofo- 
Jf . phy, coofider what they do and teach there* 
•^ You will find prefumption in &)me, obftinacy 
f * in others,* and ignorahce, error and weaknefa 
in them alL'* He fays farther, that " provi^ 
ded he believes that God, by his infinite pow- 
er c^n do things that are impofiible to nature^ 
he mayrbe allowed to fay, that, fpeaking as 
a. natural phijofopher, the refurredlion of the 
^* dead Js impoflJble /^^ ." . \ ! 

Would you expert after this to find that this 
v4ry xwxi has admitted, that arguments out ojf 
thefe philofophical fchools, whic^ abound with 
l^refuhlption^ obftinacy^ ignorance, error, an A 
fWeaknefs, are good to confirm afoul inlightened 
■with gr3ce, in the belief of the immortality of 
.thbfoul? What! when upon the principles of 
that very philofophy, the refurroftion of the 
.4etd (a dodkrine oi grace) is abfolutely impoflible? 
U|)on the principles of this philofophy, the foul 
.Is capable of exifting in a feparate ftate^ confcious« 
f4<3»ve; and percipient of good and evil, pleafure 
and pain, happinefs and mifery; by which hy- 
, pothiefis, all the mora] purpofes of a future ac- 

(e) Bayle, Art. PERROT. 

/ 
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C©uftt ar i cotoplkfely anfWcred, ^ afid a rcfiiireeJ 
lion of the dead rendered thereby, ufdefs/ taisr 
^H as impoflible, - 

How is it pofliWe that one of thefe defines 
fhoald be fut)fer?ie*it to the conjirmatiim of tk6i 
other ? What connedlian can a rcvfclation whidi 
infure« a refurrectioh of the dead, have With i, 
philpfophy which demonflratei fuch refurrectioQ 
\ %o be impoifible ? 

I cannoft help remarking upon this occafion,, 

the two different fuppofitions oi Mcffieurs Ar^. 

nauldy and D'Ablancourt.- The former thinks 

the phiiofophical demonftration of the ^aturd 

immortality may be of ufe to bring itn|i<lievet& 

to the knowledge and belief of a future ihite;^ as 

reyeale^ in the fcriptures^ inafriiuch as they af 6 

a fort of men Spfho will admit nothing bat ^at 

pr^ay be known by the light of reafon, aadxviio 

i^rc unwilling to begin withyii//A f^^ • 

Thefe rnen then we will fuppofe, begip %ith 

. iludymg the j)eripateti(i otj if you pleale, the 

; . Cartefian philofophy. He!re they fifad, accord-^ 

Ing to- lyMlannourty that upon thefe prindj^e^, 

\ the refur re<Sion of the ' d ead is impoffibl*. Atid 

,the honour of God in the moral governi^ieM: of 

"the World, being fufliciently fecured, bythe^liy- 

' pothefis of a natural immortality, they will be ^ 

' litth difpdfed to end with the point of faith, as to 

"begin with it- 

The 1i\^}iv B^JhbncDurt on the other han4» 
^hinks it neceffary to 1?cgin with the fevealod 

. . "■ ■.-•'•■.( ^ 

. (f), BayJc. POMPONATIUS. u. s. 
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d»&rit^6 ofa futwe ftaXei ':|nd|'fC^6iv the mind i% 
fofEweotiy inUghtpn^d.by the dp<^rin?s oi^race^ 
to,?on&m the. ftuthful. with, the tdditionai tcftl-f 
oipny of phUoiQpbic;al.<jQnclafic^ tji?,can.^ 

«lt^iiQ94 of* philo%hy. fflll ^prj^^ pb-t 

iii6*cy*: ?ffpr gfl4JgnQWnce> and \vl>ich.tqach-f 
?tfe itjjftt tbe di)(3;ripe rf gfajce j:qie;Cpn6rw?dhy 
tt, i^^ W<cr imp(>fgWM;Y. , . : • ., \.[ i , 
. Th^tt Wh^j^wfif^yvL all this otjg;Cpijfid€ratioij 
feffiir^^ly ovwrlopked both by iy^lan€Pfirt\^\^tj^ 
8«d.*B^//s fceptkifqi. They l^ut the credible, 
li$y of man's imwoftajity,:. a^ f^fe^kd in the 
fcripturesi to th? WTQpht Qfyi?iVi^, without any 
Fefpetft to the reAfinabknefi qiyX^ i? 5?R?f^<im?95^ 
of certain fa(ft§, which in thc^ faoae . fcripti^ref 
CQnneft it ,witb>the hiftory of rtiao fropi the fiffl^ 
origin of the fpecie§.. They coiifider p^ <?fi^oiflr 
ceal, that the doftrine of the gofpel, Vefers us 
back to the fall of mm, when his title to im- 
inortailty vra«. forfeited;,; and diat* this iR)]rfet|[^re . < 
4s inconfifteiit ;»?ith any aalsaf al inhfrfini |)rripci|^ ^-' 
of life, after die fentebce of <Jcath ft¥k»ld^ becpCr 
^eoited. I To this ti'lniadtion ihe^iefiirredliQai:^ 
the dead has rc^£b) ; and is th^feTcs'e cbnfidered 
in. the: light of jrakmption^ a^reverfel o£ the: for r ' 
^qitdrey and a xoftdizitiocD to tfaie :pfiivileges of life 
•^ndi immor^aticjri' ' Now oothingiib .plain, .a&ths^ 
a philofophy which afferts a confciaua, aiftive,^ 
and' paffive life to the fooliof min, in. a ftat^ of 
feparation from the dead body, during .the ijx^ 
'terval -between the fal »of Adam, -aiiiSL the ap- 
pearance cf the redexaner,: IdtaUy overturns th^ 
wM^<?t^ifti«i.f5h©»6:9£Salj^a^^ as it muft 
' ^ , ' fuppofe, 



fuppofc, tiiit ekher the fcntcncc of deaths pr<v 
nounced ^t the falL was liull and void from the 
beginning, or that it was fdmc way or other re*- 
verfed without the intcrpofition of a redeemer. 
Ahd (he cafe will be ftilV^e fame whether yea 
begin with die philofophical argument as Ar^ 
Hauldj^topoCtSy or end with it, as Perrot kdvifes. 
If you begin with it, and find that kiiid of proof 
flccifivc and fatigfaftory, you preclude all atten- 
tion td a fyften^ founded on fads diametrically 
oppolite to thde 'philofophical demonftrations* 
If, on the other hand, you are dilfpofed to be- 
lieve and' acquiefce in thefe fafts, you can exped 
nothing from thefe philofophical difquifitions, 
but to be throwE^bick into a ftate of doubt and 
leeptidal uncertainty to which of two oppofite 
iyftems you muft give youraflent* - ^ • \ ^ 

~;ii: .: , .. . AV. . •:.-•:; y, : 

1669.- In the year- 1669 Mr. (afterwards Biihop) 
y$i»il!if> pubtifhed his book intituled, Hartmnia A-- 
fdftoHcd^ the' defigfi of which was to reconcile 
St^ Paul and Si. James on the :artide of Ji^fi*^ 
nation. The fubgedl engaged Inm of courie in a 
controverfy withfeveral divioia of different fen- 
^tiitients, and among others wi^ ond Mr, J^fepb 
^rumany a learned minifter among the dii&n^ 

46r^ (^). ' • • • : • ..' , . , .: 

''' Mr. BuU hadradvanccd the following propofi- 

- -*' I. The cov*nkrit of life made with Adam 
^*: in his ftate ^f imiQceacey' was by his tcanf^ 

*^ grefljon 
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^ greifion oF the fame, made voiJ^ '^t only 
^^ for faimfelf, but for his pofterity alfo ; fo as 
^* now, all the children of Aidm^ . as fuch, are 
*^ the children of death, that is, are ^^cludeoL 
^ wholly from all promife of inidlortal life,: aiid 
*^ and are fabjeded to the necef&ty.of death 
f^ without any hopes of a refurrecddn. » 

2. All thofe of the pofteri^ of h&tn A4am 
ID are altogether deftitute of divine reirda- 
*^ tion, and to whom the new covenant of life 
^* [/. e. xhtcbriftiancavenzxi^ hath not yet been 
^^ manifejft, ai:e under the obligation of no law, 
^* but that of AWi^r^. 

*'-.3. The law of nature, which is the die- 
^' tate of reafon, fo far as it is confidered in fal- 
len man, as deftitute ofthefpirit^ and of.di* 
vine revelation, doth not preibrihe the ,mbft 
^* perfect and abfolute virtue, nor is an immocf- 
^ tal and heavenly life due to the obfervation of 
" this law.' ...... 

" 4. God never entered into (iny covenant of 
" eternal life with the pofterity of fallen Aianiy 
^^ . but what was confirmed and efiaUifhed ih 
** oiir faviour Chrift: and muft confequently 
** have been thb very Gofpel itfeif ; according to 
** that of the apoftlc, Tbe gift of Q6t> is eternal 
*/ . /§&, Jknmgb Jefus Cbriji our lord (b)::'- ^ ' 
; In tbefe ipropofitions it is averted that.mankind 
after the fsul of Adam^ could have no eternal 
life or : immortality but by a new covenant, the 
covenant ^of grace in Chrifts that neither the law 
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of nattific nor diclaw of M^es^ had ary fuch co* 
venant; that there qooki beno hope* of immor- 
tality withoul- the liopos: of a rcfittrccfion «vf al» 
led in Chriit:: podfequendy by the uettn £)<*r^ m 
Ahe fiiit {ibopofitbn^ Mr^iSi^ ihuit have meant an 
£XtxiKUoaca ;tfae:wfa(de man without any tefenre 
or faving of icbe life of .dte ifipanate ifoul ;- ^other^ 
:wl£^ if <5her }pk dr GeaJdle hild an^ afllsrance, 
-{iiv^hetherbyijIfs^jn^iiDr Aoy othqr iBcans^) of a. 
iuture lifer m a> ieparate iisfic of exHiccLce> they 
rwKild, ttpom -rfiat. affiirancc or. proofi grouftd 
^me i^ .of fuch fomre life^ la ythach. they 
would as certainly refer m the coorfe of thek 
<3bedidiGe (io their reipective lawi, as if. it had 
-been an^exprefs faBftCtion of them. . • 

' . And thu$ Truman appears to have underftodd 
:liim, 'Jtiktady jas excluding both Jew and Gentile 
from all hopes of iirttire Hfe under rthehr m^a;-^ 
-^tive laws, and neceilarily ccniigningi&cfQ to the 
fate of fallen Adam^ viz. of utter extin<flio& by 
'.death. ■ ;• • ' • • • 

Whereupon Mr. Trttmnn remDnftratcfii ofi the 

: behalf of the law of Msfes^ ^ that this Wis 

v^^pa<xitlg an indignity^ upon* it, and was in ef- 

f^'fefib, a Kfleftion upon pod iinifelf^ die aW- 

:^* thot of dt^ alledging, that Mr. BalthsA mif- 

'* rcpr^ehtwi 5t. Pam^ iiy mafcingi .hwi fay, 

^^ dbcrthe law did sioc.promiififQch jtkbgs; as 

** that a tnan ilad need of faithy ibe^ evideme of 

ibi^fifft Jitn^ to believe thiemv hot promi&d 

<mly 'litings <£ fenie> not ^c£ &idi, lorhidi 

*^ made the law of mount Siitaiy a difpenfation 

• -, >/. > **.. of ■ 
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** of fervitude, iit only to beget in men a mcari 
*' and fervile difpofitidn of mind (i)." 

Mr. 5«// it fecnis, could not ftand agiairift^ 
this reproach, ind thefcfore bethought hinifclf 
to fay, '^ Ih^t Providence took fufficient care 
** that the Jiews (hould, nbt flick in the letter of 
*^ the mount- iS/WZ-iaw, but l(Jbk beyond it/' 
which he niakes out thus. 

^V God /rw/Wif^ that the trddltioH of life U 

•* coniey derived down from the Patriarchs j ci- 

** ther irhfriediatciy froni hitnfclf, ot other wife, 

^' mJight floiirifli under tBi law 5 iiid he btirh 

** expounded arid cdflfirhicd By the fefnlorts of 

" the prcfphets, whonfi he raifed up ih the feve- 

^* ral agcsi for inftrudioii ditd condudi to his 

*^ people. He (Mf.B^//^ faith, thfe patriarchal 

** condition \l fuppbfe he means^ of exilliftg in 

*' a fepafate llate] is clear, both fcy the prophe- 

^* cy arid example of Enoch i and that tlxe.fhh- 

' «« fiftfence of the fotil after the death of the body^ 

^* was A^«r^ believed by themiofl: ancient Jews; 

^ *' who lived after the delivery of the' kw of 

Mofes. Arid this he efpecially gath'efeth arid 

* confirmeth from the hiftory of king ^S/^^/; con- 

fulting the Pytbbnejs of Ertdof-^ arid fceking of 

Her, that he might have fome difcburfe with 

^* Samuel that vv^as then dead, which he would 

\ ** never certairily haVe done, had he riot tefieved 

*^ the foiil of the deceafed ()rophet to furvive. 

' . ** He (the fariie Mr. Bull) irgUeth alfo to the 

* ' ^* faifae cfFeft frorii the origiriai of Neertimaneyi 

(f) Nilf9n^ p. 292. 
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^* tlie moft ancient of all divinations, founded 
** on the feparate fubfiftencc of the foul (k)'' 

Not having Bifliop Buir% book at "hand, I 
tranfcribe this from Mr. Nelfony who calls the 
foregoing propofitions, " the Pillars upoii which 
*^ Mr. BulN fuper-ftruifture doth fubfift/' Thefc 
pillars however, we fee in the laft citation, he 
was obliged to demolifh and to bury his Whole 
hypothefis in the ruhbiOi of them. For, 

I . . By fetting the two cafes together it appears, 
that though Uod entered into no covenant pf 
life with me Jews, but that, as ions of Adaniy 
they, were, not with'ftanding their law, fubjefted 
to tne neceflity of death, yet that they wfefc pro- 
vided, and by God himfelf, with a tradition ^ 
life to come^ in the doftrlne of the feparate fu]^- 
i&ftence of the foul, to which they might truft 
AS fafely as to an exprefs cbvfenani, it being e^c^ 
pounded and confirmed by the 'fermbns of their 
prophets. THence, 

2. It follows that the Jews were under a ne- 
cejfity and no necejfity of death at the fame time. 

J. That the iinbeE'evirig Jews were hot ,fo* 
far vyrong in i-ejefting the jgofpcl as Chriftia^is, 
are apt to fuppofe ; inafmuch as they had,, if 
not a covenant, yet a confirmed ^xA ejlahlified 
tradition^ provided by God himfelf, . of a future 
life, which as it would Tceep their hopes alive, 
would like wife influence their obcdiencci eqi^al^r 
ly with a new ctrvenaht, which diffefcd Trom 

{k) Ibid, p. 203.. 

it 
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it only in the -circamftances of a refiirredion. 
And/ ■ •'- •*-^- 

. 4. That the Gentiles had juft as much rea- 
• fon and encouragement to look beyond* the lav^ 
of nature, . as the jews had to look beyond the' 
law of Sinai : for they too, if Mr. Bull is right/ 
had the tradition of the fcparate ^bfiilapcc, 
^d,^ it (hould feem in as great perfedtion zt th^i 
vjews. For Necromancy uadoiibtedly had ite 
original among the idolatrous Gentiles, ind! i4 
as Mr, J^ull iniagined, it took its original fvQttx 
the feparatc fubfjftance of the foul, that doc- 
trine rauft have been z,^ clearly^ expounde4 ^nd 
<K)nfirnfie4 among theni^ as \i was amiong the 
Tews. • ' ^ 

Befid^ thefp infirmities in the r?afoning part, 
Mr Buil feems to me to *nave made a; little too 

' ''■■#','"1^ ' t ./■ X.- r ' 

ffC^ with fcripturc ,Jjiiioiy in 4eriypg jtl^i^ tradi'^ 
tion to the Jcw§. r 

He fays the Jews derived the belief of tlie 
feparate fubfiftarKre from the prophecy ^nd |;x- 
ample of l^nocb. What prophecy he . refers to, 
I jcannpt (9^ x R^uch , as . cionj;efture : I aft^ fure 
tWp is noijefuch in the bibles and, if the Jews 
derived the belief of the feparate fubfiftehfce from 
the tranflation qf ^nocb^ they derived it from 
an example where the fpufVjFid bo^^ w^fe'xievqf . 
fiparated at ^JL The bgyphpp qf -j^^^ has ' 

retailed thk idle notion, after bifliop J?a^» in tke 
^ivine Legation ^ &cc, and fays it vpuld not he 
hut tfee Jews wight v^cx % i?pif?^tp pxiftencp 
from thQ ibry q£ Eaocb^ Aki£ Jhme*men, m 



firtain cai^s, were under a necejjity of driwing ' 
eonctufions wjxcrcthcy have no premifles? 

Again, I fliould be g^lad to know upon What 
fcriptufar grounds Mf. J5.w// affirmed, thatiVi?- 
(romancy w^s fgunded upon the dodrih^ of the! 
feparate fijbfiftcnce of the foul. He tells us ii)-r. 
4eed, that ** Saul believed the foul of the pro4^ 
' ^* phet Samuel furviyed his body, other wife he 
^* certainly would not have fought of the Py- 
** thonefs of Endor to have fpme difcoiirfe with 
*^ Samuel who was dead." But the hiftory gives 
^m no authority for this. The foul of Samuel 
is not once mcntibheci during the whole tran- 
fadion, and in what manner the charms and. 
incantations ^of thofe times were underjiood to- 
operate upon the dead* I will venture tp affirnjj>. 
no bopy kpovvs- (IJl. . - , ^, 

But aiimit the Jews liad the tradition of life' 
to come, by the way of a fcparate exiftencet^ of 
what ufe vvas it to them ? which of them appears 
tohavebeen^ induced by it to look beyond the 
letter of.thp mount Sinat law ? The Right Re- 
yercji4 , author of the t^tvine Legation' l^c. who. 
allows t^at the Jfevvs adpptpd thp /ri/^//^'(?«, tells 
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. . (/) . Nfi (fa^ jpo^c iikejy to feQpw this than- qur great Sehkn. 
Yet he, giving an account of this matter, only iays, Amur" 
iuis autem et exptaahanVUt^ ptr infomnia de rebus quas fcifcitH' ^ 
tOMuf ju^aa fifuldma perwhaptfs, fieren^ certlorp ; . ei Pythoj-^ 
i)^r\iqp i^ ^t^m evotatc^ eorup^ fpecies^ uti de Sar^^k tradi- 
tur^ c(mfufebani, t)e pis Syris. . Syntag. i. Cap, 2. And 
JIaaiffionfdeSy whomihc fmrfidcliately quotes,' feeftjs'to have 
h6cii,tib%tttta^Aifaim&L See likewtfe Bp. "Clayti^ilfi Chron 
^j^ogy^^f the Hebrew Bible^ pj 248 — 252. 



lis they made w tTtttrefting fpeculatims upon it^' 
and that it wa? a dodfriric \yh\ch Jhated^tdly tip- 
on their mnds ][m) ; A nd indeed we fho^ld hive 
rcifon to be. fatisfifed diat this was the worft/ if 
Biffiop'j5i?/Ah?dTiott6fd*us, that;'the^<*arine of 
thj? feparaW^firofiftence . oFthe foul- #aiBr the pa-' 
rem of Necromancy^ ont of the dominations * 
i^Hich tfie Jews ^cre moft cxprefily '&rhiddeh 
to practice, {nj and they would hardly be guilt- 
leis in enteft&iiiing any tradition thaitikouid ^n- ' 
courage it. :. « . * 

Thus it too frequently happens iShat l^afnied' 
men being fthicfc with tne piainftefs 'anjd pier- 
ipicuity o/ Golpel truth, and ardently diilpc^d/ 
to do jufticfe-tb it, being met Sh their road by 
foiine unlnckyJ^J^erndgicarbointy have bcfen obli- * 
ged, in apprehcrifioii of cntirch-ccfnfurci to tiira 
out of their way, arid ekhtr to rett^€t^and de-' 
fert their caufe, br tor tompromiib miCterS fo, as 
to rendet the mqft valuable part of thiir labours' 
of no effeift. -This it, fecms wa^ the ^ unhappy' 
cafe of good Bi^op-B^^^ «^ So ^t after all, 
«* fays Mrf J^feljon, ttoediferencc betwixt Mr. 
** ITrukan^d Mr. Buff ^ wHl bfc found very in- 
•* confiderable/' 
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togiQala^ercatica oi> variQus,iab|e4lsj -and anumg. 
oAber t^'ngs, wcj4entaUy^ qq w pcoof of tjie 
I»^wa^,^o^^^<xtelky. of;tby5^ fcul, j^ttr« chared 
iS|««;^,>wiife( la^tudiii^iaf^ piin^pks, iif. afcrfb- 
nig i^ mwk to r^m aofdi th«? prwiciptca , qf na- 
tural ^igjw.i ifli diqfnwftrfitmg. tl;^ ijnf^J^ of 
tlM^GbiiA)^ fcihif mpy whicli. Mr. ^«r»f « qonfi- 
(^^g^.j^o^ <£ fa^tk' Wjtli rcfpcct to tpp 
imfncM^^yi ^ the ^i4j heiaid> *' diatthougj^ 
*t h^qjli;»^l^bfikved jhai; matter js ciot capable 
** of any fenifation or knowledge, yet oe lifid. 

*♦ -w-^tifl^t- id/ea, pQ clear per<;cf*iQn of that 

'! :^tttHi ^0r . i^Quld i^, iw!'^« iVi^.'^of? ^^ 
** • ifaoajlji d<tny it. ; What I pwixivfN in , it, fay» 
** N, it^ohfu^d:gi>4indJiHnpt.i|*-7^an Mp. ^J^a^. 
" rin m4 1h« r^/^i^p^/p^Uqpi^ (ay ini <»np;icncQ\ 

" ^n(* id9a «^f ^.iWBWtftiity of the fijiil" /o/i". 
Bnd:;*-4ift»iiift id^ jfjfl.liit^^ jmw^ortality of the 

*f indiMifibJi?f$iWiaiice,.\^fy9h; ciq pj^ly h^ dp-^. 
*» ftrc554d : hfr^.a»pjttt^f^qftj.j-^uft a. ^hrjjftiaa. 

" Muft he give the preference to ^^furtjSt, 
*' when he draws up a parallel of the ancient 
** philofophers ?" .IVX 

Every one knows in how many inftances SaU' 
rin ^^ •%i<k'ak6vk- m -liis mptipi^^AidiP^ftifiuu. 

portunity of exhibiting Saurin in his triumphal 

•" :,^i .;:Lj .vCx .'J .iijuq .ii .'.."A .•j.i.l .t'.C! (v,," 
(0 %/r POMPONACE. [FJ-'''* "• ' '^"''^ '"^ 

: .-jI - carr 
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tarr, "Wiih the unfortuhnte J^seuhunnd tothft 
wheels of k. In tht prefent cafe have?cr» Air. 
£^;*/f is candid*eii^ughtoacknawledge;thatiS^af2/- 
riVs anA^r is ireak andkt^mmeaat, islddtertf- 
lore, he [Si^k] undertirkcs^to Kectil&e it. 

^^ Mr. JUrim^ ^i^ fae^ |}lainly iumto&s ihat 
^^ in onltir %6 4)a\^ a di^inct \klea ^^me^intn'- 
** ality of the foul, we muft clearly appcehehtl 
'*'' xkA fMtter is tim^ctfMtbte pf4tti^-ieiifetioa or 
<^ 4ciiowledKe. H^xfr <:df»ts it tfoeti ihat Mt.. 
^ iSii/yrm leaved thi€ tiiian(Wiffe4 ? BhauU 
«< lia'Vie '4id, '^at be 'has « idiftina^idea^ .and 
^^ ckflir ';p«M^tibD, ^theMby IheksmwvBJdiatcfln 
^"^ t^endeid>fubibinte4c^]ifiiftJn^ 

fiiA hoM-'M^k^ldtbis-^h^ive cmeaxied idie ;matter ? 
'For tbi^ ^ %eft; is'tHlt meL ne^ve iidea,' linafHiil- 
^Dg tSiac Mr. ^i^/i^ ionovr not ibk' encoded 
TiibTeahee es^fi 'li^w any Teiftiklkm: rwdiieivnodld 
'<^ertfian1y^iiMre4»een>tcM ^^lsm^r^mmncts£ ^^ 
t^^lXk^ tif'^otpOM^^^r exteo^di^bfimior for 
thougitt 'ttiA leii^tidii, lOddd 'flewr urahtliiit to 
Ifkn ^-^r^nd ^llln«tt}dii«t>df^h&^di^ 
the fot^L ^i.^^diis^i^VM^^&M$(^^ 
^to fajlirih />^/rt;d^ fihM'heihadjacck^ dif-- 
^tlnct rideia ef ^ the 'iiiiniortdiity *cf the fobU 
i^hout Hslittdrifig ititt^ ^articttfcars* ^Hhia ^ui .the 
^ 'queiftion ^riti^^ly ^ ii^(ki Mr. '&mr/^^^ 
"^tbnc^ptit>n, df mmi)A flo other yerfonoiouldjoc 
^ judge. Notdiie^ooii)d€onti^icthim,iaiiyiin^ 
th&n if'lie -kfiid iffirmed^ tkat ih^ 4ii&i^cdy .con- 
oeived^tke^iU} ta'be a4arge^gl0be cf ke.. 

Mr. JStfy/^ goes on. *' 2. It is not fufficient 
*' to know that the foul oaftAOt hesififit^pd but 
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** by annihilation, for the fame may; be faid of 

>* extenfiQa> apd yet trees and beafts are rii^r- 

^* tal^ Mr. Saurin fliould therefore have cjc-* 

prefled himfelf tlius^;. I know the foul cannot 

fubfiji wit bout tbou^ j the difiinB idea I b$ve 

of a thinking fub/imce teaches mey fbat if it 

were deprived of . thought^ it, would cenfe. to ex^ 

But would not Jurieu have immediately afked 
, him : whether he was cQnfcious that his , foul 

. thought. in the profoundfift il^ep ? iVnd whether 
without this confcioufoefs .he could be fure that 
the foul a/n;4yj: thinks ?. This however Dr. Jf^atts 
himfelf, who ventures as much for his hype-^ 
. thefis as any man» durft not affirm 3 but con- 
tents himfelf with feiying, " that the foul 
** may /think in the profoundeft fleep, and yet 
^^ the remembrance (/, e. the confcipufnefs) of 
that thinking may^ Xo 'the waking man, be 
utterly loft ^p) ." Jurieu would have laughed 
ztSaurin for pretending. to have a,.c|iftinct idea 
of a fohitapce'whofe 6:aftenoe depended upon a 

. circumftanc<^ impdffible to be afcer|:ained. 

- But mDft probably, ' Satirin, whatever he mi^ght 

• think, yi2id amtber rea^ti for not anfw:ering in 
the manner fuggefted by Mr. Bayle^ To fay' 
that the foul ceafes to be asr foon as it is deprived 
of thought, is to place, the fubftance of the foul 

t in. the a^us cogitandi^ after the Cartefans^ who 
had occaiionally been pre0ed by their adverfaries 
fo far,, as to find themfelves obliged .to ackno^v- 
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ledge, that the cSus cogitandi {tood in need o^ 
fuch immediate and continual fupport from Gon, 
as amounted to a continual creation. 

And here the RemMjirants ftruck in^ and de- 
manded how God could be continually creating 
the aSius cogitandi^ without Being the teimedi* 
ate author of evil as well zsgood thoughts (q) ? 
What would ^i/r/rti^ havefaid, had Saurin 
given this opening to the common enemy ? *Tis 
true Mr. Saurin, by his tergiverfation, fuWefted 
himfelf to a fufpicion> that his rfear and diftinft 
idea of the foul was nothing better than an idea 
formed upon an argument alf ignoto. But this 
was a fmall matter in comparifon of the clamours 
of a confiftory, inflamed by ^urieu\ remon- 
Frances. Mr. Saurin therefore adled wifefy in 
touching the philofophical argument tis tenderly 
as poflible ; and in fliielding himfelf in the mo- 
ral argument, drawn from the divine juftice, un- 
equal drftributions, Gff • even though he could 
not be Ignorant, that thefe principles equally 
favoured the reftitution of the tjoboie man, after 
a period of infenfibility; -and have indeed no 
particular tendency to illuftrate thofe phyfical 
qualities uppn which the natural immortality of 
'uie foul is fuppofcd to depend. 

^* Muft a chriftian pfailofopher, fays Mr. Sati'^ 

rin be lefs orthodox than Plato ?" Was Plato % 

'philofpphy then, and the chriftian pbilofophjT 

taught in the New Teftament, the fame ? So rt 

fecms thought Mr. Saurin y in this point at leaft j 

- (fl C^ulHeus Rel. Chrifl. Ihftit. lib. iii: cap. i, Tea. 9; 
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'.and fa indeed have thought moft of th^ curatorsr- 
of ortbgdoxyy from the reigpu of LEQ X. to this 
prefcnt monaent ... 

' ♦ xvir. 

X697/ But about the* year 1697,. upon occafion of 
Mr. Ltockes difpute with Bp. Stilling fleet y chrij^ 
.tian phihfophy begjiato be a little better under- 
ftood. MtSLpcMe had faid, that the immate- 
rialitv of the foul could not be dcmonftrated, 
.The bifhop alledged thatiuch a fuppofition leflen- 
ed the credibility of the immortality of the foiiL 
Mr. Locke replied,, that, ** that was to fuppofe 
that divine revelation abates of its credibility 
in all thofe articles it propofes^proportionably 
/* as human reafon fails tofupport the teftimony 
of God. Yaur Lordfliip, continues Mr. Locke^ 
iays^, 3CDUrdanot qaefiipa whether God can 
give immortality to a material fubftance : but 
f^ you fay, it takes ofF very much from the 
evidence of immortality, if it depends wholly 
on .God's, giving that, which of its own na- 
/^ lure it. is not capable of. To which I reply,. 
' ** any onei's not being able to demonftrate the 
^^ foul to be immaterial, takes off not very much 
*'' nor at all from the. evidience pf its immorta- 
/.* lity,. if Gpd has revealed that it fhall be.im- 
^'^^ mortal^ becaufe the veracity of God, is a 
^^ demonftration of the truth of wh^t he has 
^" t«^*ealcd : and j the want of another demon- 
/.^ .itption: of a propofition that is demonftrably 
*'* true, takes not off from the evidence of it. 
*' Fx)r where, there is a clear demonftration, 
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•** there 15 as much evidence as -any troth caa' 
** have that is ncft fclf evident {rj. 

The compiler of Mu. Lucie's article: lih thfti 
Biograpbia^ Uritannica^ who fccms- to have aa : 
inbred averfioni to Mr- Locker political,, as weli 
. as . theological principles,: calls this ^. Jkphijht^^ 
and fays raat ^* JLoch fobftitute^ here the vera- • 
** city ®f God, infiea4 of foripure evidcaoe,' 
*' which only. amounts to high |)robahiHtyv ' 

But the critic forgot that Mr. Locke was. here* 
disputing, not wi<rh a fcepfic or an infidel, but 
with a cbrijiian bijhopy who acknowledged the* 
fcripture to be a rtaWy divine revelation^ wd no-, 
thing can be more disgraceful tp the memory of;; 
Dr.^iS. than to.fuppofe, afteir allhe .h*s> wnttcn^ 
on the fubject, that he coiilidered the fcriptutal: 
evidence for chwftianity, as amounting ,<)nly to. 
high probability^ fiat for. >this malevQlonee :tbe» 
Biographer hath been chaftifted elfc where {s)^ 
Bat what is it theie demonflrators w.ould be at?. 

Xr) Eflay en Hum, Undefftanding, 8vo. -vol, K. p. 155/ 
cd. 1715- 

^(j) See a pamphlet intituled,' A RrolewjEff^me paffagei in 
th: laji edition of The Divine Legation of Mof&$ demonftra- 
ted ; printed for JR. Baldwin in Pater-mjler Rozv^ 1760. pag.* 
64, 65. The Jacobites of uhe laft age received the fcriptiires, 
sindvmnny things of Icfs ivaluli?) as lof divine authority, on the 
yiZp teftimony of the church. But BoUngbroke^ their .^«iV<f«, 
plnlofophcr^ T^Afrieniy having defeited this ftronghold, thev' 
ftem to attend htm in thefe laft days, with equal eagerness 
into the regions of infidelity. Whether our Biographers are 
of this clan I prefume not xo determine. Let their works 
fpeak for them. Or if any one wants to know their cha- 
rafter, at a fhorter cut, Ic^ him apply to the poor penitent thief; 
who publi&ed sin account of, a caurated Letter of St* Tkomat 
J^anmeria the winter 176^* pag- xg. 
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Will they'pfefclid that \h^ caw deiftonftr^t^ the 
iftimateriality of the human foal ? One of them 
indeed h^i undertaker^ itf and on that fcore, has 
incited i fliilforne dagiam from i noted dpOx^t 
^v^hof rucftd n^ be named; but with thi& moft 
unlir<iky drawback, ** that the immateTiality of 
*< the fotfli of brutes may be demooftrated by 
"the very fame prooefs," and confequcntly the 
immoj^t^ky of brutesf 'prcved by the very fame . 
mcdiism/ - ^ 

•^ On another hawd^ when you have demonftra-> 
ted the immaterfaKty of the human foul, .whar 
is it t^the purpofe of proving its confcioujkejs un- 
lefe yt>u can dcmonftrate that the imnaiterial 
ibul^ €fsfuib', always thinhl Efut this i prefume- 
the moft fanguine Cartefiah of the prefen* age^* 
woaW not anfwer for. And what moral pi^-^ 
pofe caff it tinfwer, or ifcdced what purpofe at% 
aW, to prove the immortality of a foul whofe 
cionfcioufnefs^ for ought that appeafs to the con^ 
trary , rnay be fiifpended for an indefinite num* 
ber of ages. . . , 

•It has always appeared to me extremely ftrange , 
that Chriftian Divines fhould have been fo zea-, 
lous for thcfe metaphyfical arguments, for the. 
natural immortality, whichy if 1 underftand the 
fcriptures, are by no means confiftent with the 
account thofc facred records give us of tjic im- 
mortality of man. 

The doctrine of the New Teflament is, that 
men fhall become immortal by the way of a 
refurre£tioa of the dead^ a reftoratiofl of the 
whole man to life ; and the N. T. id fo far fron> 
acknowledging any intermediate confcioufnefs in 

man, 



m^n, between deadi and the refurre£Hon> that* 
if atw&ys ft)eaks of that integral zyzfleepi which/ 
implies %* uifpenfioa of ths thinkiDg faculty^ a^ 
reft from thofe labours, which require thought^ 
memory, 'confcidbfnefs^ 6bc; during wiiich thofe 
faculties are ufekfs^ . 

-IBut this is not alf. ^ The fcriptural fyflem of 
immortality^ fiippo£bs^ that man had forfeited his 
crigmal tide to immortality, and would never ^ 
have recovered it butforthe interpofition of a^ 
redeemer. The Confcqtiencc of this dodlrine iSy' 
that between the time of the £3rfeiturey and die 
ai£hial appearance bf the Redeemer^ the dead'. 
CiDuld have life \n no ien& at all : and that nei«* 
ther before nor ^er die appearaniaj of the 
Redeemer, dead men were or would be xc* 
ik>ried to life, otherwifc thiin in the way revealed^ 
by the Redeemer, naniely a refurre£b^a^of die 
dead; 

Hence to fuppofe the fouls of dead men to? 
be dive, confcious* and aftive, and capable of 
h^ppincfe and mifery; from die death of the 
firft man, to the refurredion of the very lait, 
and to pretend to demonftrate this by reafon and 
philofophy, is plainly to overturn the whole 
Chriitian fyftern^ "^ . 

l^cmponatius therefore was. not fa infcknt^ aa 
Mr* Le Noble would make him, when he faid» 
that *^ ^odver went about tp prove the immor-^' 
*-^ tality of the foul by philofophical argctmentSi . 
** does n©t dcferve the name of a Chfiftian (t).''! 

(t). Bayle. Punfagace (G) git, 62. . 
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6 fee there are good reafons for thi$ cehfure. 
It was pfoperly 'and jnfily turning the tables 
upon thofe who had dignified hioi with the. 
name of heretic and impious. . • 

. Whoever, carefully .pieriifes Mr. Locke* t Rea- : 
fonablenefs of Chriftianity, will perceive ,thaf : 
flie fanic cohclufion may fee drawn imm the. po- 
fitions of that great man, who brought uponi 
himfdf the irreconcileafole enmity of' Infidels , 
and Bigots, a^ much perhaps by that. immortal, 
work, as by his metapnyfical difquifitions. The : 
fiiA found themfelvesdiflodgcd by it from their, 
ifaoiig Jibld wlience they had fo long combated; 
ikiocui bona of revelation, which howev/er was a> 
finall matter with the artificial Theolc^ifts, whd^ 
found i heir account fo many different ways' iil, 
the doftrine of the feparate exiftepce of the. 
Ibul. A doiSTine of which they arc fo cxtrethe- : 
ly tenacious, that they fail not to impute ihfi-> 
dclity, ahd even impiety t& "every" one who at- 
tempts to deprive them of it, even upon the' 
authwity of fcripturc. Of which the next ar-, 
tide afibrds a moft remarkable example. 

XVIIL . . i 

1702. In the year 1702, Dr. William Coward z^ 
Phy^ci'ah, under the fi^titicms name of EJiilnm 
Pfy£bakthesy publifhed a book intituled. Second. 
Tbotqiftj concerning human fouly demonjlruting 
the notim of human foul^. as. believed to be ajpiri-' 
tuaU immortal fubjiance united to human body^ tot 
be a plain heathentjh invention^ and not confonant 
to the principles of pbilofophy^ reajon^'or religion* 
i"/ Sj^ut 
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,:'lBtSi the ground only (^ many ahfurd iind fitpefr 
Jiitious ophions, abominable to the refon§ed <JburJ)e4^ 
.and derogatory in general to true Chrijlianity\ 
. printed for R» BaJJ'et at the Mitre ^ over againft 
Chancery^ Lane J Fleet-Jlreet (u). 
1. This bQok the Dr. dedicated to the clergy of 
,th,e church of England, profcffing at his fetting 
.out,. ** that the^njaijQf ftrcfs of arguments, either 
to confound os fupport his opinion, muft be 
..drawj^ from, thofe only credentials of true 
and orthodox divinity, the lively oracles of 
God, the holy fcripturej/* And again, in 
anfw?r tc/ the queftion. Doth, man die like a brute 
beajl? he fays, *• Yes, in refped of their end 
in this life ; both their deaths confift in a pri- 
vation of life (for which he quotes £rf/^ iir* 
19.) But thep, continite& he, man has this 
prerogative or pre-pminence above a brute, 
/^ that he v^ill be raifed ta life again, and be 
>^ made partaker of eteiAal happir)eis in the 
** world to come/' 

But notwithftanding thefe, and as many other 
proofs of a firm and ferious attachment . to the 
authority of the chriftian fcriptures/ as it is 
in any nv^h's powei? to give un^icr his hand, 
this fam? Dr. Coward has commonly .made^oi^ 
in., the lift with, TColand^ Tindal, CoUins^ &c. 
reputed to be the moft rancorous and de- 
, termined adverfarits of ChriftiaxuQr. Andfucb 
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(u) The words within the Brackets are omitte4 In the 
tkle-page of the fecond edition, printed for A*. Boliwin near 
the Oxford Arm Inn xnfFarwUi Lans* .1704^ 
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is the malignant nature of indifcriminate caIum->^ 
By, that ibme worthy perfons of the prefent 
times, who think as Coward did (though pro- 
bably- for reafons a little diflfcrent from thofe hfc 
gives) have found themfclvcs obliged to difown 
ail acquaintance with him, and indeed have 
fufficiently made it appear (by the wrong ac- 
counts they give of his book, retailed from in- 
formers who c«taiflly never read it) that whcrc- 
ever they had their principles, or their materials, 
it could not be from Dr. C&ward (x). 

Thefc were the uniform ientimcnts- of the 
orthodox concerning Dr. Coward^ till Mr. CaM 
Fleming took it into his head to coifitnit hin»- 
felf with the foul flcepers, upon a new plan. 
This fagacious perfon, finding that Coward had 
formed an argument againft the feparate drift- 
ence of the human foul, upoa the notion of an 
bypoftatic union of the divine and human na- 
ture in Chrifl^ immediately proclaimed the faid 
Coward, an arrant Churchiji, evidently fond of 
myjlerj^ and as deep in the pra<ftice of cramming 
' down the throats of fimple mortals, unmajiicatid 
doSirin€5 2% the mod rigid bigot of them all; 
and upon this fuppofition attacke him in 
form (y). 

But 

- {jr} Seo^ the JcQurned ll&^ PickarJf^ Farther Obiervatioac, 
&c. p. 30, 31. 

. {y) See. Coward* s Second Thoughts, .p, 152, Ed, ad. 

And compare with Fleming's Survey of the Search after foujs, 

]p."4f2:. ^cfre Mr. Plemnf% candor and capacity are rsmailt- 

3bly difplayed. •Mr;Tffllmf»g' wbuld liavc been intkded fo 

• en entire article in this coUedion) upon account of the fin-> 

gularity 



But Dr. CowarJy as hath been obferved, met, 
in his day, with opponents of a vtiy different 

com-* 

gularity of his hypothefis, if he could have found language 
either to exprefs his own fenfe, or fairly to reprefcnt the 
fenfe of thofe he would be underftood to oppofe. For ex- 
ample. ** The followiilg Efl'ay, fays he, attempts to give 
*/ the arguinent of .a continued confcioufnefs its energy i 
*' which ^energy] does fuppofe the foul of man is of fuch a 
** nature, that, if it fhall exift at ail in a future, ftate, that 
** exiftcncc miift be abfolutely feparate from and indepen* 
^ dent on this mortal bpdy^ though not feparate from a 
** fpiritual even a refurredion-body." Surveyi p< 177. *. \% 
fhould feem then, fo far as any pieanihg can be picked out 
of this jargon, that the confcioufnefs of the human foul, can- 
not be continued in a future ilate, uniefs it be invefted with a 
itfucre£iion-body. But then to what purpofe does he im- 
tnediately before, citp, lyith the utmott .approbation/ thajj 
rhapfody from Price's Review ? which implies, that the fouJ^ ^ 
or the intellc<£tual nature in man^ poflefies its confcioufnefs^ 
independent of all body i^ So much for Mr. Fleming^ manner 
of exprefling his «f;^ fenfe. Let u« now fee how he deals • 
with that of his opponents* His fcheme '^s " tiiat the foul 
^^ upon the death of the mortal body, inllead of waiting till 
* that future period, when the general rtfurre&ion is fup- 
*** pofed to commence, is immediately, and inftantaneou ily 
*'^cloathcd with its refurreftion-bbdy : and Dr. Law having 
obferved that ** the time of each man's death is^ in refpcSi ^ 
** himfelf^ really contiguous to tha,t of his refurrection ,'* * 
(Conjuterations p. 174. £d.'2d.)^ Mr. Fleming dcCitcs to avail- 
himfelf of this teftimony, which he does m the ioflow ing 
mJmner, ** Now what is contiguous with [he Jhould h ave 
*^ availed him/elf 0/ Drt Ju2iV/*s Englijh^ and have written^ to J 
** the time of a man's death, mud be fo near as- to t uch 
** that time ; there will, there can be no fcp^ratlng interval, 
** for if there be, it will not be contiguous : no iutervening 
•* moments can be admitted*- Contiguity admits ./iQt of fe- 
*'*paration either in time or in fpace." Survey, p. 277. 
This might have paflied for zn innocent blunder, if it had been 
mJlde before the *Siirveybr ha3 feen Dr. Law^s Appendix, 
which indeed did not appear till fomc years after the iecond 
' ^ ' L ' Edition 
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compTexioiT, as well as fupcriop aBiHtics, SucBt 
as Dr. Nicboh^^ iri his Qonference wjth a ^b^ifi^^ 
yiv.Jobh Broughtouym a txadl intituled, Pfy^ 
cboiogia^ G?^. and ^,obn turnery, M. A. in a^ 
Vindication of the Jeparate exigence of the foul^ 
from a ktc author's fecond TbougbtSy &c. Thi$ 
hft was the only treatife to which* CetwarJ mada 
a formal i^pfyr i^ a fmall pamphlet, intituled,, 
Furtber Thoughts on fecond Thoughts, to whicl^ 
Mr, Turmr rejoyned. The Kttle more that ifr 
fenown of Dc Cowardy ^xay be found ift Wooi^ 
Ath, Oxon. p. 800^ 



ro6 . Bttt though Dr.. Coward hitnfelf wanted ci&er 
incliuation oi^ opportunity to defend his book^ 

Edition of the Chn^ratims^ from which Mr. Fleming citt» 
this pstflage ^^ and tuch a head as his may be eafily conceived ^^ 
to overlook the words, in refpg^ of himfelf. But unhapgily , 
for Mr. Fkming\ konejiyj he^ in ^e fame page,, quotes thit 
very Appendix^ in which Dr, Law explains him&lf beyond " 
the poffibllity of miftafee. For fpeaking to an obieaioji • 
brought from 2 " Ccr. v. 6 — 8. he lavs, ♦* This i& > 
** firidlly true, fince time unperaived^ mahng no Jijhnce «r 
*' differences the feafon of each perfon's recompenfe coin-^ 
cides with that of his deatb; and therefore Jto be tf^/^»r 
from our natural body, is^ m be doathed with a fpirttual '' 
^ one." Jppendix. p. 394^ It b remarkable that this Mr* . 
Fleming is for ever haulii\s the do^ine of the Triniif \^t(X\ • 
his^v^, where it has n&fnanner of bufmefs, and be tells^ . 
us, p. 101, 102, how cleirerly heefcaped the clutehes of a^ 
popifli Prieft by explaining his creed upon that head. It had 
been much more to his purpofe to have informed us how be « 
woulfl have efcaped, with his iri/UinUmecus refurrediBn-bodf^ 
bad the Prieft attacked him on the Articles of PURGA* 
TORY an* SAINT-WORSHIP^ amd faii beea maftcr 
of bis trade.. 
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mgamft all thefe fonnidable opponents^ lie hzA 
Ac good fortune to be feconded by a very able 
aid^ocate, who replied Separately and diftindly 
fo the three writers abovcmentioned, not •over- 
looking Mr. Srirrwrr's r^ply to Second Thoughts. 

This advocate was Henry Layton^ Efq; a Gen- 
^ennui of an ancient family aiid a haiidfomc 
«ftate at Rawderty in the County of Tork. His 
iather is faid to have been mafter of the jeweU 
ioffice to K. Charles 1. Henry his (on was edu^ 
cated at Oxford^ and afterwards at Qravs^Inh^ 
in the ftudy of the Law, and was callea to the 
Bar; but made no other ufe of his profeilioa 
(in which however he was very abie) than to 
do good offices, among his neighbours without 
tfce or reward. 

* His difpofitioa lefl him to fpectflations of ano* 
iStMtr kind^ particularly io a long and laborious 
difquifition into the nature of the ibul,^ chiefly 
itith rtfytdi to its /eparate exiftencc ; the evi- 
dence for and againA which, he inVeftigated 
^with the utmoft avidity of coming ax &e truth, 
•examining every thing he ^ould meet with, an* 
ctent and modern, on the fubjed: ; and having 
found rea(bn to determine for the negative, he 
«)ade no fcruple of oppofing the lentiments of 
ibme of the greateft heroes of his own time. 

I have called this writer, Dr. Cowari'% advo- 
cate; not that he was profeffedly fuch, but bc-i^ 
caufe, as he entered upon the controverfy bcsi 
fpre Coward^ fo he puruied it after him, in con- 
futation of tiiofc opponents whom C(we;tfr/s book 
Jiaid iet to work : declaring however that he had 
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up view but to the general queftion,' without- 
making himfelf anfwerable for Convard*s argu- 
jncnts or expreflions, or becoming bound by- 
Jhis or any other pcrlons cqnceflions or qualify- • 
irig referves. It is indeed doubtful whether he; 
ever read Coward's. Secof7d thoughts. It is cer- 
tain at leaft that when he wrote his Obfervations- 
on NichaUs Conference with a Theiji^ he did not . 
know th'^-t Efiihiiis^ one of the fpeakers in itj^ 
was the name fubfcribed by Coward to the de- . 
dication of his Second noughts ; but rather 
feems to have imagined- that himfelf was th^' 
perfon intended by jNichoU to be confuted under 
that appellation.. 

I have been the more particular in this ac-. 
count of Mr. Layton^ as it is probable his works> ^ 
though printed in - two Volumes quarto, were 
iKver formally publiflied, or expofed .to fale un- ^ 
der the patronage of 5. Bopkfeller ; and I am. 
inclined to believe, that the few copies now ta- 
be met with, were originally prefents to bis, 
frieiids. . He. ?paiplain5, in one place, that he- 
^ cbuld not procure an imprimatur for his obfcr- ^ 
yations on Dr. 'Bentley\ fecond fermon at Boyle's . 
ledure. And* ^s the reft of his pieces have in ^ 
them the fame heretical taint , we may foppofe^ 
that they'ftole into light through fome private 
prefs\ It is hardly- accountable otheiwife, that 
a writer of; Mr. Laytons learning and abilities 
lliould have reniained for fo long a time in fnch 
obfcurity,^ thatjt is queftionable 'whether either ^ 
Ins name or his \vritings were ever mentioned 
1.1 any printed, book, before 'Mr. Flemings the 

furveyor 
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Airvtyor above-mentioned, undertook to give 'a 
naiilaken and inconiiftcnt account of them, as the* 
v^orks of Dr. Cwe;^r^< 

As Mr. Layton confiders and anfwers every * 
argument that had then been advanced in behalf* 
of the immortality of the foul, at full length, ' 
th?re is no-giving an'abftrad: of his difquiiitions 
within any reafbnablexompafs: I fhall therefore * 
only exhibit onie or two of his anfwers to fuch/ 
popular reafons as his friends offered, by way of 
deterring him from an undertaking tjiat was 
likely to be fo offenfive to the orthodox. 

*^ You fay, (fays he, to one of them) 7be opi^ * 
** nion is bold^ Jingular^ and heretic aL 
. *' That there is a degree of boldnefs and fift- * 
*5 gularity in it,. I do not 4.eny ; but I fay it is ' 
*' not fo great a degree of either as I took it to/ 
^^'bevvhen I writ iny treatife; witnefs the. many 
^^ quotations, reported in this writing. It fared'' 
*« with xne as it did with Elijaby who thought he * 
*l.was the only true fervant which God had in 
", Ifraehy^ but it was revealed to him, that there ' 
^^ were feveft thoufand fuch left in Ifraef^ al- ' 
*^ though he knew nothing of. them." 
' '^ To the word heretical y I read in:K. yamer' 
** the firft his Apology, fol.' 302. of his works, ' 
** That bethought himfe/f acquitted of that charge y 
" by his profejjing to believe the fcripture^ and ' 
** the three moji ancient Creeds ; his Jubmiffion to ' 
** the four ^rji great or general Councils^ and' to * 
*f nvhaf the Fathers of the firft jive hundred years \ 
** did agree upon as neceffary to fahation. - * 

. - " Here 



'\ 



<c 



r 78 I 

:^^ Here are jm^ ndes^ for examinatibn «f ht^ 
^^ »fiesy aod none of thefe trials do I refufe. Bur 
*^ till proofs rife from ibme of thefe groundst my 
*^ aofwer to this expreffibn (hall be the words ^ 
^^^ Mfes^ Nuxni^« X7i« 7, [2^ tske tOB muck 9^m^ 

^^ Atbcifm^ ofui Di/dfe^eneci and encmratei mem^ 
** tp prefer tbeir private fancies^ iejort tM wf^' 

dmn anJ authority ^ the Church. 
To this I ^f Our primitive RdfOTmer» 
*' have (in anfwer tt> .dixar P<^i(h fupeiiprs) 
*^> fully anfwered tixis ol^odion; and to ^em 
^' I rd^r you for ah tnfwer» tvi^ this addition, 
^^ that if yourpropofitbn were irrcfragaUei ^<- 
^^ ror^ gtoam geaeraV would pcGKFe irremtdir- 
.*\aWe. 

*^ You %v 7&r npinim tends td^ premtOe vi^/ 
^\md that the JmPs Jeparate fubfijience w the 

* ^ ^nmge^Jbmmatim ef pkif and reHgion. 

^^ Bmt I caanoc grant any of the£; con£$qiieii« 
^ CCS to be necei&ry or ^probable; but da fay; 
^^ that oar LW's diredion, tafear God ^^ c4)(e ' 
'^^ iv/^ ^7if i^/ei caj' into bell^ ftaad$ firm and nn^ 
^ (haken:* and ^e pailing aii^^ intermec^ate time 
*^ betwixt deadi and jt^gmeot, (which time t6' 
^^ die dead is ndthing) doth no way infeeble the 
^' certainty of future rewards and puniihments ; ' 

* ^ but pladss the expedation of them upon a right 
^ and a fihtf ibot or foundation, maints^ned by 
^ a concurrent teftimoay*throughout the Arrip-* 
** ture, aiKl fortified by the arddes of our fe- ' 
'*vxralCrced8j a truth pf which, finceChrift's 
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^ time, there never was any doubt j nor can be^ 
^^ ly^ any who do acknowledge the authority ^xx 
•« the fciripture. 

• •* You fay. Mm iHay except againjt the refur^ 
*^ teCiion alja. And I grant it: for fome do it 
*^ da3y, againft the Being or Government c^ the 
*< Pei^. But this dodi not ilrengthen your in- 
^^ ferencc, that, becauie men queftion and ex-^ 
^^ plode an opinion which appears to be hot well 
^ grounded, therefore they will do the fame by 
^ another opinion that is well grounded, and 
••founded upon arock. 

<^ True it k. that our churches, for ^bout the 
•* laft I20O jears, have been fo poffcft with the 
•• conceit of a feparately fubfiitis^ foul, that 
^ they lave made litde me 6i the refwreS^ion in 
*< their exhortations. And in trutib^ if the foul^ 
^ parting from the body, go prefendy to heaven 
** or heu, our article of the rcfurre^ion,' can 
•* be but of ifaall uft m die church. If fouls 
*^ get amohgft blefled angels in heaven, what 
** need can there be t^ them of a refurredion ? 
** It ifeems rather a lofs and harm to them to en^- 
** ter again into bodies, and come out of hea- 
** ven to inhabit on earth again, although it be 
•* a new earth, v)hetein dwells rigbteoufnejsi. 
'^ There have been teftinnonies all along in the 
•• church againft the fefoarate fubfifteiice q& ft>vb^ 
^' except in the 600 years, wherein the.d^ 
;[V darluicis ^f popiih ignorance oyeti^ireaid the 
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." Chriftian world, viz. from jin4 6do till j4rr. 
•" 1200 (z).*' . . ,. . 

Thus far Mr. Layton^ who may. be fuppofed 
to have made his inquiries/ with the^more Sin- 
cerity, as the fubjed: was not fuggeftcd by any 
thing he had read in favour of the fide which he 
at length efpoufed. It is a little remarkable, that ^ 
the oppofers of ^r. Lay ton s^ opinion, ihould 
' make ufe of. the fame arguments, or rather 
bugbears, to.deter him from purfuing his in-* 
quiries, that the papiftsdid in the infancy of the 
reformation. The, authority of the cburcb, the 
i/nputation.vf herejyy and. even oi^Atheifm^ the 
promoting of /vice, by taking away the fear of 
purgatorial pains y &c. It is, I fay, reniarkable, 
but not at all wonderful, for the feparate exif-' 
fence of the foul, is one of thofe doftrines which 
popery borrowed from paganifm, and is fo ne- 
-ceflary to the fuppqrtof the bptter half of the 
popifh fuperftitions, that it^ is not a little mar- * 
yellous the reforrners fhould think fo little of 
removing the ground work^ when they were fo ' 
. zealoufly bent upon demoliihing what was built 
upon it/. * . 

' . ' XX. 

< I pafs by Innumerable multitudes of tradts on 
^^^* the immortality of the foul, which were pub- 
liflied for twenty years after the period laft un- 
dci; confideration J partly becaufetliey were aim- 

X 

'(z^) Beareh after Souls. Part ii. p. 21, 22, 23. 
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'cd at in6ddS) whb were, not fuppo(ied to ac-»> 
knowledge any future ftate at all, and partly .be^> 
<faufe they contained little more ths^a repetitions • 
of what had been faid^aa hundred times befoie^. 
afi4 piis pn:to the ¥ear 1729 when; the ;learnpd. 
Mr. Jofefib HalUt^yan. .publkhed,. among other* 
trz&^ Ij/ldi/qour/e Jbewing the impt^ibility of^ 
proving 4 future ftate. by the light of nature. A 
f^oiible; perfermancd and fufficient to afford 
fatisfgdion.'tO; any <?pe .whot;docs not give his^ 
prejudice? da^ doaunion over his common • 
fenfe^. fr 

But ferae ;prejudices are irradicqible, :and then- 
^moft of aill when there' is. any fear that our con*' 
vi(3ions;againfc them, may put us upon ill terms* 
with our fellow members pf the fame commu- 
nion. A^ fuch, I am^forry to qbfervei feems 
tp have been the cafe with this ingenious >Yi;i-. 
ter, fo far as to have led him into what appears- 
to me to be a plain conti^^didion. For having, 
brought Ibme circumiftances to prove, that the 
power of thought depends upon the body, lio 
adds, ** What I hawe here faid does not prove,- 
** that^ the foul cannot think out of the body, 
•*• for J am fure, from revelation that it can (a)''^ 
And again, ''The ^yill of God is made knowft 
^ to us two ways, by nature and by revelatiqn ; 
** by tl^is latter way, God hath .undoubtedly 
^- made, known his will to be, tl^tr our fouls 
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{a) Difcourfes, Vol* I. p. 214. 
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•« ftisfl! certtlhw to* think - when the body 16 

And yrt he exptiefeljr afftrts the doctrine of 
rcvdatipn to be, ^rfi^ reJurreUimt^, no' futuri finte>^ 
vrhieh, commenting upon i Or; xiv; 32* he 
thiis makes '6ut. *< If \tbi dead rife not , ktUs 
*' f/j/ and dr inky for to niorrom. we dicy that is, - 
*^ %s Mr.* Hi7//rf, we tbaill perifli j thert will 
** be an end of us j vtc (halt ridther be htfypy> 
^« noi* miferable. It is evident; this triuft be the 
*' tncaniflg of the word die in this frface^ bccaafe- 
" elfe the reafoning of the Apoftle would not- 
*' appear to* be good and joft. If by the cx- 
" preffion we die^ he only teeant^^r hdies die^ 
** while our fouls (hall ' be happy in another- 
" ftate, the argCiment would have no forte, it 
*< would be a mere lautelogy/' And then, pro- 
ceeding to paf aphrafe the Apoftle'sdifcourfeupon 
the fuppofition, that he means only that our bo^' 
dies die, he concludes thus. ** This pataphrafe 
^* contradicts itfelfi and I know not how- to pre- 
*' vent a contradiction in the paraphrafe of this 
*^ yerfe, provided we do' not underftand the A- 
^^ boftle as arguing upon the fuppofitien that if 
^' there is ho refurrection^ there will be rio-future 
'Mife even for the foul (c)^ > ' ' 
• But if \vt underftand the Apoftle to argue 
upon that Tuppofition, wemuft, I trow^ under- 
ftand hitn to argue againft the paffage or paf- 
fages of revelation, which, according to Mr- 

(y) Ibid. p. 221. . , . 

' (c) Difc. p. 319, 320. ./. 

HaUet, 
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Halietj ** give us undoubted aflurancc that our 
** fouls (hall continue to think, after the body \k 
** dead." For in that cafe, there muft be a fu- 
ture life of the foul, which has no conne<Stion 
Jivith the refurreftion o^ the dead^ and which> 
. according tp revelation . itfclf, makes the refur- 
reftion unneccflary, 

I have fuppofed above, that this conceffion 
might be nothing more in Mr. Ballet's intcn- 
tioni than ^fojf for the elders of his church, 
inafmucb as he does not once attempt to point 
out what text or texts of . fcripture they were, 
which made him fure> that the foul continues to 
think, after the body is dead. But Mr. Grove^ 
having laid his finger upon this weak place, Mr* 
^fJallet was under a necefiity to explain himfelf 
farther :yipon it (as . we fhall fee by and by) 
.but ftiH without citing any revealed authorities. 
. I have giv^n one inftance of the anger of our 
Britijb Biographers againft this argument, lb 
friendly to Revelation^ in the cafe of Mr. Locke^ 
and am now about to exhibit another of their 
^alevoleigiqe to Mr. Hallet for the fame of- 
fence. ^ ^ 

*^ The fitmc; year, [1730] he (Mn Henryi 
" GriTDe 0(1 Taunton] publiflied, Some thoughts 
^yconcerm^ the proof of. a future ft at^ from rea-^ 
^^fout in anfwer to the Rev. Mr. Bailet^ jun. 
•* who^ in Jn* great z^al for, the ChriftiaA Iter- 
^^ wlation^ and to make it appear abfolutety ne^, 
" cejfaryt had endeavoured to weaken the argur 
*• <ment$ from reafon for a futujre, ftate (d)"^. 

{4):aoj.;Bdt. Art. GROVE. . . 

Ma ft 
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' It }s jpot eafy to difcern whether this'lpitcrur 

fneer is aiiired more immediately at Mr. HaUef^ 

"on the Cbrijlian Revelation. Let us turn the ta- 

•bfes^u'ppil Mr. Grovey and fay, ^"^ who i-n his 

" great '.zeal for the moral government of God>. 

'" h'ath'fenHeavourcd to weakeir tht arguments 

** for a future ftate, taken from^ revelation, by 

** endeavfoUrihg to (hew, that the €!hriftian Re- 

"** vektioji was ' noV ttbjbluieiy neceJhryJ^ Is the 

zear of Mr, Grove in- one- cafe, more laudable, 

than the zeal* of Mt. Halkt in- the 6ther? To 

have any advantage ' againft fAv. Halkt ^ Mr. 

' Grove muft prove that the Chrifiitm Revelation 

was not abfolutely neceflary : and that, fuppo- 

. fing it to be abfolutely neccflaiy, the moral go*- 

vernmefit of G^rd muft want to be.vindicatdd- 

We ihall however feerprefently, lbar,j tipon Mr,. 

Gr(?a;<'s own principles, if thrGhriftiatiKevela?- 

tion is in any degree neceflary,. the moral go - 

vernment of Godrwill ft arid juft as much in neetf 

of vindication'^ as if the Gofpel- of Ghtift' was 

abfolutely nevejfary. *\ - ^' ' ■\ • • • - • • 

"^^ithtefpedt to Mr. Gnrc?^'s arguments it is 

juft fufEci^nt to,obferv,e, that he beats the old 

' hoof^ of'the. wj //^^rftiip,'afird the div?fibility of ^ 
matter,, after Dr, ' Clarke \ of manPS feeing^' ah 
accountable creature, prefcnt unecjuiaJ diftribuV 
tion/&c.*^.rodnccs fome *of the oM texts, • in- 
\erlnixlng here and there a* farcafin, • wfeich ht 
nothing, to the puppofc. His great ffrerigth feerns 

• V6*^lia.m 'fighting againft Locke s fuppdfition^ of 
thodght 'being wper- added to matter, from the 
mere logical terms' of /^^^/'s • beings i& ^^'S- 
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"^Arf^, frimary and numerical quality, Jim^Uy afrtl 

* therfelbre not compatible with a compouad ^iog^ 
or one that has parts; which siter lall Is mdf 6 
fchclaftic jargon, of no- weight eitjier to prove 
or difprove the fafl:,^ "" 1 ' 

Mr. Hi7//rf r^eplied to this ahfwcr; aiid, **: Mt. 
Grave J thou^ very averf* to cootrovetfyy y*t 
this being with him a fkvourite fubjeift, arrd 
as' he apprehended of idie kfl in^portance Co 

'^* vindicate the moral gowrnment of God, dd- 
♦* tcrmiWed to review uic debate," which hc:be- 

' gan 'to.do in- a traft in^tuled, The weight of trd- 
dition concerning a future jiate > but lived to fi- 
mfh 'only dhe chapter of it. 

How well Mr. Grove mi^t be fuppofed to 
acquit hinrifelf' on- this' favourite fubjcd:,. and in 
the defente^ fef thfc moral government of God, 
we may team from anan^^dote prefcrved by the 
compilers of the Mwg. Brit, who I dare {2Sf 
will lay under no fufpicions of mifreprefenting 
their hero, with thofe who read his article. 
*' Mr. Grove y fay they, was much con verfant 

'^ with Cicero*^ philofophical works, aod 

** thought his difcourfes of the Nature of the 
" Gods, and the immortality, an .UN ANSWER- 
" ABLBDEMONSTRATIONcfthcGREAT 

•** NECESSITY and advantage of. the Chrif- 
*^ tian Revelitiotty agaiuifl? thofe who would pre- 
" tend, that when Chrift appeared to: cnKgmoa 
•^ and reform the ^world; he-was rUdt wanted, 
** ,and that unaffifted reafon was fuffiqient for 
"this end) For. the great uncertaioty iot which 
*? Cicero f one of the greateft geniufes of pagan- 

-' ^^ifin^ 
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*' ifm', was involved, and' reprefents all their 
. ^' philofophers as m volyjbd^ with regard to oae « 
r** of :fh'c;raoft important dQ<ftruies> of the ex-v. 
^* iftencc, perfc^Oa* ai>4 providence of God, I 
" and their own future exirt;enc)e and ftate, is afx 
argujhcnt FROM FACT> which ovcrtorns 
all the ipecious theorW of Qiodern I>eiftSt and 
fhews too their groat, ingratitude vvho, ii>- 
lightened by the Qo^l^ and thus inabl^ed 4(> 
'^ think more clearly and juftly on thefe /ubjedls^ . 
'^ refufe to own their ob^gatk>a$> jind eQwloy«s.. 
^' an argument ^a^nft Rev^^ii^Qnj.ljbie li^ $h«y 
** really receive uMi ilY^/^ 

Now I would dei^re to know bow the moral:: 
< government 6f God could: be . vindicated, in 
making Cicerp an accouac^bl^. cnsAtiir.e^ and at < 
th^ fame time leaving hioi uftde^ his gre^t uipr 
certainty concerning his beings^ providtncei 5cc^ 
and his. own future condition, more. than if C^- ; 
cen^ zxi accountable creature^ had been left in . 
abfolute ignorance of thefe particulars ? \% ^^ 
pears to me, upon Mr- .Gr^^'s own. (hewing, 
that it W9& impofTible. ibr Cic^n to get, out of 
this uncertainty without the aid of the Chrii^ 
tian Revelation, or fi^onethiog equivalent to it. 
' Were the pigans aftct C^erd^ in Jefs uncertaiit- 
- ty ? By no means. The Qhriftian Revelation 
therefore was not only, gre^tfy but ^bjolutefy r»- 
. ce&ry to difpel the clouds aAd^Ai^Refs of this 
. imoqtaint)r ; and Mr* Grroe ^ Juft {f> mudx 
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^. more dififigeimbos^ than itit modern JiHii^> 
^ Ee pkys ^ hyf)othcris in his 4ifpiH^ V^idi > 
Mr. l&t//r/; agaihft: t &<% which h« Q^mu^y 
kaew and ackiiovi^led^d't^ be true* ' 
; Thefc inconfiftencm are not: uocbiimDii r 
they arc tbe ncceffsry caofeqpiences of attempt-- 
itig to pre&ribc'J&tndfie? and iides of tndrai Gp- 
vornment to Gbd* UtiClarh fell ialiQ 'thim)»' 
as hath been ihewn b]^ Mr^ Eblkt and ;others» 
and Mn jGroi^r r ivho ibUon^ed leymti fe4 ^ hig^ - 
interoatto^ could hardlyibqpe 1X) efi:ape thjem* . . 

But I return to Mr. HaUetj^ who» having jn-** 
fprred fnom. St. Faufr itgommt^ i G?/?,. ^y^ 
^t^ diat if 'there was no/tcfurccdtion ;there* 
v^Qidd be no Soturo fltto; and having ^d £ke* 
^iie in the fame \ti«akifet ^^t ;he wa$ afiiired 
from revdation, ' that the fotdJhQuld ctrntitiut tr 
Mnk irfter tht hdy ivdfdead^ was called . Upon^* 
as well he might be, by Mr. 'Grove^ to cxplidn 
bioifelf ; Mr: Grew^ feppofmg that the fcrip- 
teres he hhofdif had brought to pro^e the ie*^. 
parate exiftence of the JftmU were utterly in— 
confiftcnt vith Mr. Hdlef% axiom^ J^o nfuf-^ 
reStMy no future fiati (f)^ 

To Ais Mr. Halkt aiilwersi ^' That Ihe fame 
<* fecrifipc purcfaafed, and thb fame Cod promi- 
^^ fes at ome all thefe three things together, the 
^V fcparate exiftence of thfe foul, the refurre&icHl 
** of the body, and the future ftate beyofid tiiat j 
<^ and confequehtly if there had been nb refur-^ 
^ redion purchafed, there lYOuld have been no 

(f) Some Thoughts, p. 1 19, 

*' future 



**.fut«fre 'fftate. l^c cbnnc6lioii^ bctweea' tl»:^ 
*' t»eftlFrcQk>n and ifce iiiturc ftate;. in this lafb; 
*'.>iiw*<^ things [i, e. as exhibited by re^^da^ 'I 
^* tipn] is not naturals, 'but is derived frotxTtheu; 
*S- will and wife :ajipomtnaent lof God> whp. hds 
^* decerttiined {not to give tcitii their foil recom-!; 
^^ pehfe in a feparate ftate, but) \botb tsx .awakea . 
** irtert's' fo^ls, ' and to f aife their bodies; and to • 
*''g4w them a^ recothpenfe in a ftate off .uni6n. ; 
*^ If God. had ttot determined toTafeJmens Bo-.. 
*' dies from the* dteadi it does' not fecm likely, 
^^th^t'^e 'Would l^aVe determined to .awaken 
*^ men's fduls ' immediately upon their dying,: 
"Tor^^to hdiVt given < them either ' happinefs ^ 
*^ mSiary^ Softer iHcfdeftrudion <£ this world,/ 
*^ The'^ connexion :. 'here between a reftirreftion- 
** aittd a future ftate, is founded on the will ' of 
*.' God, and on their being both revealed toge-, 
*' ther in the fame prdin^fe (g)^'' 

Now here it is repiarkable that Mr. Gr^v^,. 
from a ftring of texts which he prbfluccth tor 
prove thefcpawte'exiftence of thc'foul, conw 
dudes, ^ upon the- authority of fcriptare, that 
the foul is of a diftin£t: nature from die body, 
md bonifequently would not naturally die with 
the body, or, which > is the fame things would 
natuKnUy furvive the body, although there fhottld 
be no refurredtioh. And then, as Mr« Gr&ue 
held that no ientence of deadi was psiTed upon 
the', foul, it followed, that God did not inter- 
fere, in. this matter, but: left the foul's future 

(g) HalUfs Defence, p. 63.' • , 
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exiftencd upon the powers and capacities with 
which it was originally endowed. 
, But Mr. Hallet^ wc fee, infifts that the feparate 
exiftencc of the foul was matter of purchafe by 
the facrifioe of Chrilt, as well as the refurrec^ 
don of the dead, and that kotb were purchafed 
and promifbd at one ahd the fame tin^, and 
confequently there vn& no ieparate cxiftence of 
th^ ibuU before the promife took glace, or in 
other words before the price was paid. It does 
not indeed appear whether Mr. Hallet wa^ 
djfifred.oi thefcparate exiftence ot the foul by 
^e fame texts of fofifrture which Mr. Grova 
produces, forafmuch as the former produce nb 
text to, this purpofe at all- 

But as Mr. Rallet fays that /* thefe texts did * 
f^. not lioncern him, who had declared his firm 
.^5 belief that the foul is a diftina fubftaiKc from 
5* the body,' upon the authority of the Ne\t 
-" ^efiament," thefc muft be the fame texts 
tipon which he grounded his faid belief. 
• Now fioce theie texts fpeak fo obfcurely and 
tmcertainly of the feparate exiftence aftthe f6ul, 
that two very learned and ingenious mfen canhot 
-agree whether the feparate exiftence tKey fpeak 
of, \% natural to the fod, or only accidental bf 
way of purchafe, favour, or promife, k it not 
prefumeable that, when thefe texts come .to be 
righdy underftood, they may be found not to 
fpeak of 2iny feparate exiftence at all? _ 

But Mr. Hallet in his explanation of his 
meaning, hath incumbered himfejf A^th a diffi- 
culty, which I fee not how it b poffible for 

N any 
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any one who cfpoufes his hypothefis to folve* 
Mr. Ha/Iet fays that Chrift purchafcd, and 
God prorhifed, a feparatc exifteiice of the fouf, 
the refurredion of the body, and a future ftat« 
beyond that, AT ONCE, all three together. 
If this be fo> how does it appear that this pro- 
mife , fhall not be performed at once ? Where 
does it appear by any pEomife either in the Old 
qr New Teftament,- that God is determined to 
awaken mien's fouls, Ifefare he ralfcs their bo- 
idles ? A pronaife relates to foixicthing future ;. 
and therefore when this promife was made, it 
nauft be underftood, that the fouls of degd mert 
.vrere not awakened, nor, as a purchafe by 
facrifice was to be made of this privilege, could 
tli'ey be, till the facriifice was offered. Now 
where is there a text to be found, which fhews 
that in confequence of this facrifice, men's fouls 
which till , then, had been aflcep, fhould be 
imniediately awakened, and that from thence- 
forward, all the foiils of men ihould pafs into a 
Aate of feparate confcious exiftence,, immedi- 
ately upQu their difunion from the body? I do 
not here make ufe of Mr. Halkt\s expreffion of 
awakening mens fouls immediately upon their dye- 
ing : as it is not fenffe 5. for what occafion to 
awaken that which, ex bypothejiy never was 
afleep? 

xxr. 

1729., 1 fhall : conclude this emimerati6n, with a 
.ihort notice of a pamphlet printed, for iVb^^i, 
jyzQ^ the fame year in which Mv^ Halle fs 

: . . ^ Dif. 
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Diicourfes appeared, intituled, The materiality 
or mortality of the foid of man^ and itsfamenefi 
nmth the body^ afferted and proved from the holy 
fcriptures of the OldandNe^v Teftamentjjhewing, 
that upon the death of the body, all fenfation and 
confcioufnefs utterly ceafe till the refurreSlion of 
the dead. 

The author of this very folid and decifive 
difcourfe, inftead of amufirig himfdf with the 
mataphyfical dreams of the immortalifts, con- 
fines himfelf wholly to the fcripturea, and his 
book may. be confidercd as a proper fupple- 
ment to Mr. Hallef^ Difcourfe, which left 
the matter fliort, by a conceffion, which, as I 
hope, now -appears, ought not to have been 
made.' In one word, this \Vriter riot only efta- 
bliAcs feis principle, on the firm and ftablc 
foundation of the word of God, but fhews the 
futility of thofe comclufions drawn from certain 
texts of fcripturc, whidi are fuppofed by Meflrs. 
Grove, Hallet and others to fpeak of' the foul as a 
fubftance diftindt from and wholly independent 
on the body and its organization. 

Mr. Grove, having made fuch ufe of the 
fcriptures, as he thought conducive to the proof 
of his point, goes on to fay^ *^ The facred fcrip- 
tures being thus clear and ^exprefs in this 
matter, if there are any cbfcurt pafFages 
which feem to fpeak a trontrary language, 
they ought to have their meaning fixed by 
fuch more plain and obvious ones as thofe 
which have been now quoted (h)J' 

{*) Some Thoughts, &c. p. 1 1 8, 
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But what muft wc do with thbfc ihar an^ 
^Ai/ff paiTages, wliich not only y^^m, but cer-^ 
tainly do fpelk a contrary language ? not to the 
texts themfelves cited by Mr. Grove, but to 
bis interpretation of them ? That fuch paflagcs 
there are, we are informed by the writer of th^ 
pamphlet juft mentioned; and by others whofe 
interpretations' wc have fomewhat more rcafbn 
ty rely upon, than the interpretation of thoftr 
who arc for [quart ng thfc word of God by th« 
twinkling light of a fort of naturit religion^ 
from which they themfelves are obliged occafio* 
nally to turn. On another hand. 

The learned Dr. Law having, in his Appen-" 
dix to his Confiderations, examined the whoU 
number of thofe texts which Mr. Grove calU 
clear and exprefs for the natural immortality, 
of the foul, . and offered fome rational explanat- 
tions of them, concludes thus. 

This may ferve for a fpecimen of fuc|i 
texts as are ufually alledged on the other 
fide of the queftion, [i. e- in favour of a 
•' feparate exiftence] all which, I believe, apr 
pear, -even from thefe fhort remark^ upon 
them> to be either quite foreign to the points 
or purely figurative y or laftly, capable of a 
clear and eafy folution on the principles 
abovementioned : Nor can fuch ever fairly be 
oppofed to the conjianty obvious tenor oj the 
." /acred ivritings^ and that number ef plain ex^ 
" P^d^^ P^JJ^S^^ already cited (i)J' 

(i) Dr. i^w's Ccnfidcrations. Appendix, p. 4149 cd. 
1759. , 
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./Let the reader judlge ffom their refpedive 
writings which c^. the^ learned nven» has more 
right to this argument. 

. I ana greatly afraid th^ foregoing detail will 
appear to be tedious : and yot there i$ little more 
taken into it, than feemed to me to ^e abiblutely 
neceifary to ihew the rife apd progrefs of thofe 
prejudices arid that confufion> which, to thi? 
hour, perplex the queftion, concerning an iur 
termediate ftate. The account might have been • 
fwi^Ued to ten times itsr prefent bulk. What is 
here exhibited feems to be fufficient to authorise 
the following conclulions; . 

Fir^f That the notion of the fouls imoKjrtality 
a& a truth independent on the Chriflian Revela^ . 
tbujt was bred and nourifhed aoiong the fchool^ 
men of the twelfth, thirteenth ^nd a great part 
of the two following centuries, when fenfelefs 
quibbles pad for the productions of genius, ^nd 
unmeaning jargon for profound erudition. It 
will probably be faid, that the fame conclufiona 
have, fince the revival of Letters, and the culti* 
vation of found philofpphy , been drawn from 
rational premiiTcs. Concerning this every man 
may judge as, he fees caufe. I aq;\ unhappy 
enough to find no nK>re demonftration in the 
reafbnings of Clarke and Baxter for the natural 
immortality of the foul, than in the fyllogifms 
of Lombard and Aquinas. 

Secondly^ That thefe fcholaftic fubtilties were 
adopted by the popifli divines, as the ground- 
work of tne fable of Purgatory, and the idola- 
trous invocation of Saints. Hence the fcholailic 
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immortality wiis incorporated, or rather confoun<»» 
cd with the immortality brought to light by the 
Gofpel ; and both reprcfented as affording mutual 
light and fupport to each other, and equally 
fanfi:ified by the canons and decrees of the 
church, in order to deter thofe who were dif- 
pofed and qualified to philqfophize upon better 
principles, from purfuing their difquifitions to a 
fatal detedion of thefe and other abfurdities* 
which could not have kept their ground others 
wife than by retreating under the artillery of the 
Vatican. 

thirdly y That though the Proteftants, on all 
other fiibjeits, rejefted all do6trines which were 
not built on a fcripture foundation, they unhap- 
pily contented themfelves on tbisy with the tefti- 
tnony of popifh and pagan traditioriy and being 
cither unable or unwilling to inveftiglte the real 
meaning of certain terms ufed in the fcripturesi 
Weakly concluded from the mere found of them, 
that the doftrine of the fcriptures, and of the 
reigning philofophy concerning the immortality 
or feparate cxiftence of the foul, was one and the 
fame. Hence, 

Fourthly y In all their difputes with the Papifts 
concerning the fuperftitions grounded on Purga- 
tory and faintworfliip, they direfted their argu- 
ments to the wrong objefl: ; and inftead of iur * 
fifting that the immortality fubfequent to the ge- 
neral reliirredion, was the only confcious future 
ftate allotted in fcriptare, either for faints or fin.- 
ners, they embarraffed themfelves with an hypo- 
thefis of departed fouls taken either immediately 

into 
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into heaven, or immediately thruft into a place 
of final torment, which it was not only impofli- 
ble for them to verifie, but expofcd them to the 
jeproach of defcrting the moft orthodox of the 
Cbriftian fathers, who had provided hidden re- 
ceptacles and intermediate Limiufes, for diffe- 
rent claiTes of human ibuls^ according to their 
defervings, till all fhould be finally fet right at a 
general judgment. 

The Papifts failed not to make their advantage 
of this weaknefs in their adverfaries. .They ar- 
gued thus. " A middle ftate is what moft Pro- 
" teftants own ; it is therefore more reafonable to 
** believe what the church teaches about it, than 
" to think at random in this rcfpect/' Thus Car- 
dinal Alan exprefied himfelf in a difpute with 
bifhop Jewel concerning purgatory and prayers 
forthe dead (k). He was in the rijght. For the 
fcriptures containing np account of this middle 
fiate^ a man might as well take the church's 
random account of it, as be at the pains to frannie 
one of his own. 

** Mofl Proteftants, fays the cardinal, own a 
*^ middle ftate." Whence it may be inferred 
that all Proteftants did not : and a great misfor- 
tune it was to the caufe of the reformation, that 
they who did not own it, were not heard with 
:patienci and candour. Unhappily the Protef- 
tants had made up their fyftem, and fixed the 
boundary of orthodoxy, beyond which it was 
not permitted to pofs : and in this matter, they 

(i) Bipg. Brit. ALAN CWiUiam) rem, [CI, 
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acted ju(t after the precedent the Papifts them- 
felves had let them. Cahimfls particularly treat- , 
ed all ^vho queftioned the natural immortality of 
the foul, a? impious, heretical, Ihd no better at 
the bottom than athcifts, cren to Ae end ctf th€ 
iaft century. . 

For example. " He who denies die immorta-^ 
** lity of the foul, AcrAe^ rff'eSuatly the Being and 
" Providence p{ Gody and the full expeBatien-oi 
^* recorjipenfes to be dtftributed after this- life, ac- 
*' cordmg to the actions which dying perfonft 

have practifed through the race of thek mor-^' 

tality." ' 

• This determination is to be found in the pre- 
face to a book written by timothy Maniavej and ' 
publiflicd in the year 1696, intituled, T-i)e itn^ 
invridlity vf the Soul^ ejferted. The Preface was 
written, at leaft fiibfcribed by Jcbn* Howe and 
Matthew Syhejier names of renown in their 4ay> 
among the EHffenters, among whom Ekcwife 
Mr. Manixj^e was a minifter. 

In anfwer to thig, Mr. Layton above-menti- 
oned, ^ in his Oblcrvations on Manlove's trcatiie, 
reminds ti'rem, that ^* The certainty of a refur- 
^' rection, and Iaft jiidgment, refts not upon the 
*' belief of the ibul's immortality,, but upon the 
^* ftrong current and agreement of the Gofpel, 
^'^ and fccms to be as true, evident, and wetl 

proved, as the truth of that text is that Jefus 

Chriji came to fave firmers ; although fays Mr. 

L, ft'Jr. Mankve, his elders and dhurches;, ftnd 
*' many others, take too little notice of them, 
*^ and niarke a-^ention of thein accordingly. "Me^in- 
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ingi that they undervalued the evidence of the 
fbripture for a future ftate, in comparifon of that 
drawn from the natural immortality of the fouL 
And if this was not truly the cafe, what could 
Mcflieurs Howe and Sylvejier mean by the full 
fxpf Station of recompenfes^ as if fuch expedatida 
grounded on fcripture evidence was viotfufficient^ 
fy full, without the aid of a philofbphical de- 
monftration ? And then, if the fcripture is not 
fufficient in one cafe, why not infufficient in an-^ 
other ? And if this infufficiency is to be fuppU** 
ed by traditions, why are not ecciefiaftical tra- 
dition^ as availing as philofophical ones ? Why 
ihould the immortality t>f the foul be believed 
rather than a Purgatory ? or laftly, Why (hould 
the Papifts be thought to argue more abfurdly, 
and childifhly 'when they infer a man's atheifm 
from his difbelief of their other doftrines, ^han ' 
fuch Proteftants as thefe, who draw the fame 
coniequence from the difbelief or denial of the 
naturality of the foul ? 

. ' In the fame flraln oiilliberaly inquiftoriajzhnfo 
(for it is no better) have thefe immortalifts treat- 
ed their opponents even to this very hour. Dr. 
God Jar J f calls them Socinians. But all fides 
feem to be agreed that he knows little or nothing 
of the matter, A Doftor of more importance, 
hath more lately ftyled the flecp of the foul, A 
SEMIPAGAN DREAM. What maybe meant 
by this phrafe he bcft l^nows who invented it. 
But the dodrine fo ftigrtiadssed is fuppofed by 
Ibmc very competent judges, to he fuch a dream ^ 
that if it is not added to Tome other dreams in a 
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book called the Divine Legation of Mojes^ &e. 
the main principlejof that elaborate work, tnuft 
effectually fink under a moft manifeft and morti- 
fying incapacity of Demonftration. 

The fame author Jaath faid> on the fame bcca* 
fion, that *' They who hold the foul to be only 
*.* a quality y and yet talk of its flcep between death 
*5 and the refurrectioii, ufe, a jargon, which con- 
^^ founds all languages, as well as reafon. For 
V* fuch a ileep is an annihilation, and the waking 
'f again, a new creation." 

. As for the jargon, we freely .refign it to whom 
It may belong. Whether the foul is a quality or 
^fubjtancey if its confcious perception is fufpend- 
ed between death and the rcfurrection,. you may 
call that annihilation^ or whatever elfe you pleafe, 
provided you will allow that God can create it 
aaew. We are certain the Creator has the fame 
power over the foul as over the body. The 
bi>dy returns tg^ tl:w5 duft from whence it was 
originally taken ; and if the lame body is to be 
rf ftored to its vital funftions, or if another body 
ia to be fubfti^uted out of the fame matcriak, it 
is either way, as ftridHy and properly a new 
c:?cation, as that of Adamvf^^. But, according 
to our critic*s principles to fay fuch a ho^y Jleeps^ 
is :tf/ing a jargon wl^ich confounds all languages ^ as 
ivfll as reafon. Tht comfort however is, that^ 
eyen our adverfaries ,bejng judges, it is the jar^ 
gan of the New T!eJiamenK 

"For ought then that appears to the contrary, 
tl^e do(3:rinc of the fleep of the foul^ may be a 
doftrine of the Sacinians^ and yet no hereiy. 1%. 

. may 
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maybeinthe eftimation of fbme people, zSetnipa-' 
gan-dream^ and ftill pcrfedly conformable to thc^^ 
fcriptures, and their account of the power of 
God. It may ring, in fome delicate ears, like 
jargon J aod ftill have all the properties of good 
ienfe and found reafbn* 

BntSocimany Semipagan, Idiot y Scc.are excellent 
words to throw an odium upon the perfons and 
opinions of obnoxious adverfaries, efpecially un- 
der the management of tliofe who have the art 
(f giving wit and dignity to their Billing fgate (I) ^ 
and efFe6haally terrify many feeble minds from* 
examining into the real importance of any doc- 
trmes dreflcd out in thefe Sanbenitos. 

On the other hand, it hath happened, that th» 
Jbul-Jleepers by afcribing the future immortality 
of man, folely to the gratuitous gift of God in 
Chrift, have incurred the indignation of the pe- 
netrating and liberal foul of the accurate Mr. Caleh 
Flemingy^ho hath accordingly ^ivert warning to 
the world that the fouUJleepers and materiatijlsp 
down from Dr. Coward^ to Dr. Lanjo and Mr* 
Peckardy are and have been fj far from Socinia- 
fiifniy Paganifniy or other heretical blemifli, that 
they ** are evidently fond of myftery, frequently 
** converfant in the fecrct chambers of churchifm; 
" and great fticklers for orthodox fjrftems and 
^ confeflions." 

• Generally fpeaking, it is no bad fign of the 
moderation and fincerity at leaft, if not of the 
good fenfeand juft reafoning of thole writers to 

(/)• SccPtf^/s works, vot. Iv. eJ. 1753. p. 82. 
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whom the obloquy of their adverfaries io twft 
different extremes, imputes views and principks^^ 
utterly inconfiftent with each Qther. But ctor 
misfortune in the prefent qafe, is, that w;herc the 
judgment is fo totally dcpravpd.ofi the one hand 
by outrageous pride and pailion^ and fo Qiifem 
ably enfeebled on the other by ignorance, pre- 
judice and incapacity, praifc and calumny wilt 
always convey the fame idea, to the difccrning, 
byftander, namely, that of fourtd without ienfe.. 
Thus, for a long time, the decifions of pagan, 
philofophers, and the affirmance of the naturaV 
immortality of the foul in the creeds and con- 
feflions of particular churches, went lamicabl)^ 
hai\d in hand, and fhared between them the 
glory pf the univerfal affent andconfent given to 
their refpcdtive demonftratipns : till unjiappily. 
for themfelves, the churchmen, and philofophers 
fell out, and then, great ivaitheforc^ ^f truths 
and it prevailed. The philofophers Would needs 
fet up for themfelves, and difclaimed all obliga-j 
tions to the church ; and when the other few 
that no better wouldbe, they too tried to fl:and upr 
on their own legs, and affcfted at leaft to acknoWn 
ledge, that the controverfy with the foul-ileepers 
could only be decided by the fcripturcs, apd upofi 
that principle pretended to joyn iflue. 

** I have not, fays one of them, called this 
*' [the fleep ofthejoul^ an old exploded hypothc- 
** fis with a defign to intimate that any confide- 
" rations of that fort, would be fufficient to over- 
" throw it. Its truth crfalfehood, as a fcrip- 
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^^ tare-tlo6lrine, mafl: be determined by fhe au-* 
* * thority of fcripture (m) /* 

" The point ia queflion, fiiys another, is to be 1758. 
*^ decided by the facred writings alone (n)J' ' *^-s^o 

A third acknowledges, that, '* the etermtj^of i759« 
*^ the foul of man, a parte poft^ has fcarce the 
^< /hadow of reafon to fupport it, and is obliged 
** to fly. to revelation,' to filence inquiry (0).'* 

Little did they confider to what dHlrefs this 
conceflion expofed them. They were not' aware 
that the renowned ^ilhtfm^ a mofc able and zeal«* 
ous patron of their cauie, had owned that, *^ The 
^' immortality of the foul was rather fuppofed, 
<' or taken for granted, than exprefsly jevealed 
" in the Bible f>;." 

The good archbifliop indeed adds, diat " The 
** immcMtality of the foul may be inferred from 

feveral places of fcripture, and the tenor of 

the whole Bible/' But if the propofition is 
is not exprefsly revealed^ the right of inferring is 
equal on all fides ; and furely thofe conclufions 
whicli are inferred fron? what is exprefsly re- 
vealed, fhould be at lead as juft and as fbong, 
as thofe which are inferred froni what is not. 

" And therefore, in order to form a bettef 
" judgment of this matter, we muft examine the 
" fcripture language more particularly, and fee 
** what all thofe feveral terms and phrafes 
«' may imply in the^ original, which are fup* 

{m) Exfmin. of the Bp. of Londor!% Difc. p. 279. 

(«) Sieffisfiue Letter;, P» 7- 

\d) Critical Review^ Auguji^ I7S9> P* 99- 

(/) Sermons, vol. xi, 8vo. cd. i/4+, p. 4892. 
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** pofed to indude the doctrine abovc^men- 
*'tioned." 

Thcfe arc the wordis of the worthy mafter of 
Peterhoufey and cxprefs the defign of his Ap-*' 
pendixy a work, which, by the clamoar that has 
been raifed againft it, a byflander would fufpcdt 
mufl have been planned with an exprefs and 
avowed purpofe of fubverting die Clwriftian re-' 
Kgion, Nor indeed is this the worft* A very 
karned and candid advocate for the doftrine of 
the faid Appendix, having u^on account of his^ 
publifhing his fentiments relative thereto, un- 
dergone fome fuch hard/hips^ as have not been 
heard of, for many years in. this protefiant coun- 
try /?>• 

• Biit to return to the concefltons above-men- 
tioned. Both fides being thus agreed to appeal' 
to the fcriptures, one might have hoped thedif- 
pute would have been brought to a fpeedy ai# 
decifive iffue. But4t quickly appeared, that the 
appeal of the mmortaltjis to die fcriptures, was. 
but afFedted. They began to perceive the fcrip- 
tures were not to be trufted with the decifion of 
fo important and popular a point, without cer-* 
tain accommodations borrowed from their old 
Friends the philofophers. And remarkable it is; 
that the very man, who, as mentioned above, 
had put the caufc upon the determination of the 
fcriptures alone^ without any favings to tradition; 
finding there was no managing Dr. Law's Ap- 

(q*) The cafe of this worthy peribn, will in due tints be 
laid before the public, with all its circumftanccs, 
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pendlx, or an acute and ingenious trad in the 
Montbh Reviei^v (rjy which had taken him to 
tafk, this very man, I fay, did not fcruple to 
call to his aid Pytbagaras, Homer ^ Tbeognisy O- 
cerOy and Horace j diough, to fave appearances^ 
it was under the pretence of making them in- 
terpreters to MOSES, SOLOMON, JOB, 
PAUL, and JOHN. What the fuccefs wis of 
this expedient, may poffibly appear upon fome 
other occalion. 

With the fame confcioufnefs that the icrip* 
tures were not to be reked upon for the proof 
of the natural iounortality of the foul, have 
Meffieurs Morton and Fleming introduced the 
modern philofophcrs, Clarke^ Peters^ Baxter^ 
&c. having the modefty,,! fuppofe, to expefib 
we fhould pay that refpe(^ to thefe moderns, 
which we had refufcd to their ancient matters, 
Plato and Ariftotk. 

» -^It had been happy for thefe Gentlemen, fup-' 
poiing them qualified for the tafk, had they be« 
gun their lucubrations on this fubjedt, with a 
previous examination, how far their ancient 
pagan dodtors were to be depended on. That 
is to fay, whether they do not contradift each 
other, and fometimes themfehes ? Whether the 
moft dogmatical among them come up to the 
point to be proved, namely, the perfonal con- 
fcioufnefs of the foul in a ftate of total difunion 
from the body I The future exiftence of the 
jCoul, incrufted ^ in corporeal particles, as fome 

(r^ VotMay 1757. p^ 402* 
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of them held, or, as others, In aftat€ of re-^ 
fufion into the t », will not anfwer their end in 
citing them, in order I fuppofe, to prove the 
♦ unremitting conicioufneft of the foul in a ftate of 
Reparation from tf// body, a thing, in my. hum*- 
blc opinion, which thefe ancient fages, never 
once thought of. 

For the reft, it is well known that, upon the 
iiippofed demonftration, that thought and con- 
fcious perception are natural, inherent, and per- 
manent powers in the human foul in every ftate, 
the Deijts build their feveral fchemcs of natural 
religion ; and hence contend, .there can be np 
occafioh for any pofitive or particular revelation 
of a future- ftate : confequently that no fuch re- 
I'^lation was ever vouchfafed. In this cpntro- 
verfy, it is amazing to fee with what alacrijty 
Qhriftian writers, not only grant thefe prcmifles, 
but aflcrtthem with great vehemence, asnecef- 
fary for the honoup- and fupport of revelation. 
But when the queftion comes to be, what is 
the ufe and importance of a particular revela- 
tion ? they begin to perceive their miftake, and 
thc advantage their adveriaries make of thefe 
conceffions. Immediately the proofs of a future 
ftate from reafon and nature^ which before had 
been as clear and demonftrative as the noon-day 
fun, became obfcure, infufficient, and errone- • 
ous, aqd totally incapable of leading meh to the 
trudi without the aid of revelation. Thus have 
fame of the moft eminent defenders of the Chrif- 
tian caufe againft Deifm, drawn themfelves into 
fuch manifcft con traditions, as, had not their 
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teputitioil been fopported by merit of incithef 
fort, muft have derived upon them fome degree 
of dcrifipn and contempt. 

*Tis with great regret that I am obliged to 
mention^ on this occafion^ ' the great names of 
Ti/Iotjon,. Stiilingfleet^ Sherlock, Clarke ^ Hoad-^ 
leyy &c. Thefe have been followed by great 
l^umbers of the lower clafles of writers, w^ho 
fejsm to have taken it for granted they could 
pot go wrong, while they took men for their 
guides, Whofe viftories, gained over their ad- 
yerfaries in other provinces, had been fo indif* 
putable. 

I do not add the late philofopher Baicter to 
the lift, notwithftanding his pretences to obvi- 
ate fceptical objeSiionSj and the praifes beflowed 
upon him by a certain writer of undoubted or- 
fliodoxy. Baxters fentiments, it feems, con- 
cerning revelation> became, towards the end of 
his life, extremely probletnatical. And indeed 
ho wonder. In bis fyftem the foul is fo exqui- 
^ fitejy equipped with confcioufnefs, adtiyity,. and 
|>erceDti9|)j Ja and of it's felf^ and put, into fo 
qom|)let;e a capacity for h^ppinefs-and mifery in 
ja feparatc ftate, as not ^o admit the leaft pccar 
fion for a refurredtion of the deadj which ac- 
cordingly is f^d not to have been an article in 
JMr. Baxters creed. 

Thefe me^taphyfical fubtiltles we are hdwever 
contented to let go for what men pleafe to rate 
them at, provided they will allow, that God is 
able to fulpend the natural powers and faculties 

p or 
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of theToul, when, and 'for ^how long It may 
feem good unto Him. 

The.queftionthjpnwiH be, whctlicr it does or 
does not appear "from the nature^ prqgrefs, and 
end oThis-difpcnfations r^vealeii mthe fcriptures^ 
as well as from ',particular Falfls'and declarations, 
thatTuch'a'fufperifion'aiftually take§ place during 
the interval between death and the refunreSf ion ? 
And 1the affirmative oT this queftion being efta- 
bllflied by the word of 'Gody .the. patrons of fhe 
natur-al^immoftality may figure ae much is they 
pleafe with their demoriftratioris. 'We fhall not . 
difturb tljem in 4heir amufements ; though, we 
jfhall certainly think them no better employed 
than ^^irrefragable and angelic dodiors 6f fcho- 
laftic memory. 

The queftion we have with unbelievers is coa- 
iernin^ a matter- of fadt, and the evidehcti upon 
which it is'fupported, and hot concerning the 
rcfiilt of a precarious Kypothelis ; concerning 
ihe fenfe of fcripture, and the power of "God,- 
and not concerning .the fenfe of TlatOy CkerOy 
^Tiejcartes or 'Dr.' Clarke y or the natural powers 
*atid capabilities .of matter and fpiric ^f it ap- 
pears to be'tftcwill of^God^harthereifhouldbc 
a total iritermiffion of .confcioufnef^ in' man 'for 
^a certain interval, our foundation ftandeth fure, 
ive know whom we, have trujiedy jand we are \per^ 
'fiaded^heis able to keepihat which weJoave com-- 
trjTtted ^0 him againji the appointed day .' Whlfe 
'all tftofe -fine- fpim notions of the'inorraateri^ity 
of thnc foul, andalLthe artificial dedudions from 
•that principle,, teach nothing but the art of 
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l^lowing fcbokftic bubble&^. which> when they 
have had their run. of fa{hion> will as certainly 
go peaceably to their reft, as the old fuhjiantial 
forms, have done,, without the leaft detriment 
cither to found learning or true i/elT^ibn. And 
that this may not pafs lor a vifloaary expectation 
without any tokens of its accomptifhment, I 
fhall here iubjoya a reourkabie paragraph which 
appeared in all our News-papers about two 
years ago. 

*^ Copenhagen y Jan. 9, 1762:. A perfb.n of 
*' high diftinfiion, who does not cbufc to be 
^ named,, but who ia thoroughly perfuaded of 
. ** the value, and of the inwuQitaJity of the foul, 
. ^* invites the learned to compofe^ a ihort differ- 
" tation to prove by reafgn, and the authority 
" of the Holy Scriptures* that the foul, diftinfl: 
** from the body, enjoys the faculties of think- 
*' ing and afting. They have the choice of wri- 
** ting it, in Latin, French, German, or Da- 
** nifh ; and he who treats the matter moft clear- 
*^ ly and folidly, will receive a gold medal of 
^* the value of ten Danifh ducats. The pieces 
" are to be fent franked, to the Office of Ad- 
*^ drefs eftabliflied in this city, before the 2d of 
** February, 1763. It is prefumed, that though 
*' the reward is but trifling, the importance of 
*^ the fubje<9: will produce a number of com- 
^^ petitors." 

However this refpeftable perfon may be per- 
/uaded of the immortality of the foul, it feems 
he is not quite fa)tisfied, that it enjoys the facul- 
ties of thinking and aSling diftindl from the body. 
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even after all the demonjlratioris of tfiaf p6inf (h^ • 
Jiave been offered to the world, by X*f iters of 
the firft reputation infuch rcfcarches. It is not 
to be doubted, but the reward, trifling a* if Id, 
hath p'roduceif a number of competitors. , The 
honour of haying a tiiedal to fhewi charged 
with legends and enfigns of viiS^ory^ will b6 "a 
fufficient incentive to ixiany ail afpirrng mind, 

'which would defprfe the rertiuitcration of fbur 
pounds, twelve {hillings and fixpence Dariifh 
Currency, In tile mean time, the curidfity of 
the public will be ;ntefefted to know what the 
competitors themfelves have produced, and ii^ 
what reipefts the clearnefi and folidity of their 
lucubrations have .giveii fatisfadion to this Que-» 
rift of high diftindtion, and fiippllcd the defedis 

' of fo many able writers who have gone befofQ 
tjierri in this intricate difquifition, 
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A P iP E N D IX. 

' ■ ' ' ' 

Containing an In^utr^ intd the fefitiments 
of M AUTIN . tti tHER concermng 
thftafe of tl» Soul htwem Death tmi 

the RifurreEiion^^ ' • • 



'^»: UTHER^ Ay!$ Cardiaal Du Perrm 
' *^ JL# lijeld that thte ^\A died with the bcniy, 
• *^ and that God woqld h^rftaftcr raife iboth the 
^^* one and the other ^j^/* - 

Mr. Bifj/k is: in-high wrath with the cardi- 

^ nal on: this .occaiio)ii and thinks it; below Ihs 

.eminence's dignity and reputation to advance 

fuch a ealiinifty. . But Bayk^ fuppofing there 

might her jfomethinfg in Luther s works that gave 

a colour for Du Perron's accufattpn* applied 

himfclf to a divine, of the confeffion of Augf- 

burgh ^Ae&xmg to know of him, " if there were 

: ^^ any preteixt, that could occafion Du Perrons 

^^ fpeaking as above (t)i^ 

The ajrfwer of .this Lutheran nunifter, as it 
it -C3j:hibited in Bayje's Dictionary, wfll give me 
occafion to examine into- X^^^&^'p: real c^infen 
. on thiff fubject. 



(s) Peraoniana au Motte (LUTHER). 

(/; Art. MJTHER* Remr (D; ©,) 



He 
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He begins with faying, ^* Lufber never taught 
*^ that the foul died with the body, and was to 
" fife again with &€" body; it canf never be 
^^ proved by his works, that he Was of this opi- 
" nion." 

Perhaps thcfe propQiit4ons, as the carvdinal has 
expreffed them, are not to be found in Lutbef^s 
tv^orks, ift fa many words. • We have feen how- 
.cwer above, that JUitiKr mcationed the inmor-- 
tality of the fouly as a portentous opinion^ fup- 
ported by nothing but the Pope's decrees (uj. 
And, indeed, if Luther did not hold an opinion 
^qiiivaltoi to this afcribed to him by jD^ Per^ 
rm I I would defire fi> be mforiDed wh«t: xxtiy 
ht the meaning oflhefoBowiDganliotatibaup-* 
on Ecclef. ix. lo. -; 

^*-^ia in infdm^rtuUum^^ ofiusy kc.\ Alius 
'< locus quod moftUv i^ihil fenfi^ivt. : Senfit et^ 
^^Sakfmfon, mortnos oibnin^ dormire; ti iiibil 
" profftts feritire* Jaeenf ibi mwtiii'noni namfe- 
'' ramei dies vel annos, fed exidttd vjdeixsitar 
^^ fibi vix momentum dcxTOiviflc^-^Infisrnus an- 
** tern figtiifiGat fovearo, fepulchmai;. proprie 
^< vero, mejUdi^, iignificat: itlod abdkiim xc^ 
^^ ceiTuiTi in quo dormiuiit morjUd extra kanc 
^^ vitam, unde anima abit in &Qm lacum, 
** (qualifcuAque eft, -non enim cot^raKs eife 
•• poteft)'Ut intdligas^infernum did, ubi conti- 
'* np^txir - animae extra huttc corporalcm mun- 
" dum, ficut terra eft fepulchrum corporis (wy\ 

(u) p. 10, H. ' V • - 

\w) Opera. Wittemb./Tofti; IV.-fbL 36. 1574'. . 

Here 
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Here we find the fotfl as well as the body, in 
a fiundy iifenjible fie^y and Contained in an 
incorporeal fepulcbrt^ in like manner as the body 
is contained in "ihe gromnd i the preibnlt aad >fu«* 
ture condition of both ^letfioted by the wards 
martui and fxckati; and all this delivered by 
Lutber as his own opinion . 

Our divine proceeds. ** And he (Latber) hzB 
•* very clearly fhewn, tfcat hp believed qxntc 
^* contrary. C^enfolt w^hat he has written upon 
** the ^th verfe of the ^th chapter of Gen^s^ 
** where he fpeafcs of tlic death of jOfeJ. 

Here then -follows the paffage referred to, in 
Lutber s own latin. 

'* Gen. iv. 9. Et dicit Dominns ad Cain, t/M 
•* eft Habdl, frater tuusf] Hie clarc oftenditur 
*^*refurr^(ftio mortuoram, fiquidem Deus fc 
•* mortui Hdiel 'Deum 'cffe teftatur, ct mortuuna 
»* HaM reqiiirit. :Ex hoc enim loco conteximus 
** firmiffimam ration em, quod fi nuUus eflet qui 
^ curam noftri haberet poft banc vitam, Haiel 
" oGcifus non effet requifitus. Sed Deus requi- 
'* rit Haie/ X\xh\^t\jtm ex hac vita, aion vult ejus 
" oblivifci retinet memoriam ejus, qua&rit ubi 
*^ fit ? Ergo I>etts eft mortuo^um Deus ; hoc eft, 
^^-ergo etiam nniortui vivunt, et habent Deum 
*^ curanterh et falvantem eos in alia- vita -quam 
«^ haec corporalis eft, in qua fan<3:i affligun- 
•« tur (x/\ 

The queftion is what Lutber though* of the 
departed foul ? And -we are fen t. to confult a 

(x) Ibid. Tom. yu fol, 64. 

palTage 



paflVge where thp fojij ^i? 'jiot onc;e tij^tiofliedrf 
The whole note is. /qionccr^g the 4f^d per/on^ 
and refpe^ the fiate of the d.^d body, jufc zs 
Hiuch as the ftate of th? ;4epaite4 .4>^^ > ^4 ^J^ 
prapofitioii to be proyed k tkf refuff^ion. 9f the 
dead. I do not undertake, to |uppof;t Lut^cff,^ 
logic ; but it is manifftft uposn v^^l fcriptijre hi$ 
argument is grouAded. . Th.c fstfijc )ndefd^ 
which . has been browght; to pf ov^ tjbe /ep^ata 
exiflence of the foul^ :^bp^gh Jthe fQ«|l ^ 90k 
once mentioned iii^ur iSaywur's arg^me/it wkh 
the Sadduce^, to w)^\th. Luther h^e rjcfers* 
But what wonder, wh^o nien take th^fe liber- 
ties with the fcriptui'es to ferve aij hypothefis, 
that they fliould do the like by the writings* of 
private doctors ? For the reft, had, JD« Perron 
undertaken to find (he do^Strine he afcri^es ta 
Luther^ in this paffage juft cited, it wpul4 h^ve 
been an eafier tafk, than to confute ^f do^rine^ 
itfeif when he had fqund it. 
^ I return to Luther^ apologift. " fbe origin 
^' of th^e calumny, fays he, h in ^ letter- he 
[Luther] wrote to AmfiQrfln the year i5?2> 
in which he appears much inclined to be- 
lieve that the fouls of the juft fleep \o the day 
of judgment, without knowing where they 
are, (^c. He does not pretend to fay that 
they are dead in this Intervaj, b^t o^ly [ay in 
a profound reft and flecp, in which opinion htf 
followed many fathers of th^apcleiit church". 
^Tbis Letter to Amfdorf. I h^ye Aeyejf bfien abler 
to meet with, or to hear of, after much in- 
quiry ; nor is it very material, as Luther % fcn-» 

timent& 
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tiincnts arc fufficiently evident from this fliort 
accoant of it. But the calumny, fo far as it is 
one, did not take its rife> folely at leafl, from 
this letter, I have How by me a popiih book 
in English, containing the lives of fome of the 
Reformers, printed many years, before Du Per-^ 
rons time, in which the difbelief of the immor^^ 
tality of the foul is objeded to Lutber^ and the 
authorities appealed to are Luther's defcince pf 
his articles againft Pope Leo's Bull, cited above 
p. lo, and his comment upon Ecctef. lie. lo. 
juft mentioned, without any. reference to, of 
mention of this letter to Atnfdorfi Jf our app-* 
Ipgift knew of thefe paffages in i»/^^'s works^ 
Me impofcd upon Mr. Bayle in reprefenting this 
dcxSrine of his mailer, as x^niy to be found in a 
private letter. But to take him in his own 
way. 

, I . That Luther did not pretend to fay, the 
fouls of the jufl: are dead in this interval, is to 
little purpofe, as the profound reft and fleep^ 
'without knowing, 'where they are^ anfwers tha 
car<linars purpofc^juft as well : not to mention a 
fufpiciotis et catera in the Lutheran divine's re- 
port, which may probably conceal more than 
he thought proper to exprefs. 
* 2 > The authority of the Fathers would have 
beeii . much to the apologift's purpofe, had he 
brought it in fupport of Luther s opinion againft 
the cavils of the papifts. But it is of no fort of 
ava^l to defend an opinion of Luther ^ which ^ 
in the judgment of our apologift, ought to be 

C^ reSH'^ 
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nSiified. As to the Fathers who were of thfe 
opiliion, it is probable they faw ih\^ profound 
reji and Jleep^ as neceflary for themfelves, and^ 
for the apoftles before them, in oppofing the 
damonTWorfbip of the Pagans, as Luther found- 
it afterwaids to coftfbirnd the faint- worfliip of 
Popery. 

Well, ^yhxA Ltithery feys thd apdogift, reo 
** tified this opinion in procefs of tinae." 

Did JLar^A^r then fo far alter his n^ind as ta 
recant, and efpoufe ihe contrary doftrinc ?. No^ 
cjur apologift does not fay that^ though he 
would not be unwilling you flioiild fb undcrftand 
him. He only means that he qualified his 
opinions with certain yii;/;7§" Irmitations, the 
import of which, we ftiail have occafion pre- 
fcntly toconfider. In the mean tin^e, it is next 
to certain, that he held the Jleep of the fouU for 
ten • long ycairs without thefe famngSy namely, 
from the year 15.^2, the date of his letter to 
j^mfdorfy to the year 1532,. when he publifhed 
his commentary on Ecclefiafies. And his reflec- 
tion on the death of Jdbn ele<Sor of Saxony y who 
died of an apoplexy immediately upon- his^returnr* 
ipg from the chace, that fan^ year^ fhews that he 
was then in no difpofitibn to'retraS it, Deus^ fays. 
Luther, illi evenire fecit ^ quod pueris, qui abfque- 
cur a n^fcuntUTy vivunt et exjpirant\ ium refur^' 
reSiuriis 5^ [Eleftof] in die naviJJimOj putabit fr 
ex faltu hQchavdcnfiyubi venabatur, venire (y). 

m 
- ' • • V 

(y) Seckaid«rf..Hift. Liith. lib. iii. p. 30. 
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: The Apology is thus concluded. ** And 
^* though Luther feems in his later writings to. 
^* attribute reji to the fouls of the predeftinate, 
^* he does not mean thereby a reft which is a 
.** profound, ileep, and deprives them of the 
.** vifion and ccnvcrfation of God and the an- 
gels. See his commentary on the 24th [it 
fliould be the 25th] chapter of Genefisj where 
" he ipeaks very largely of the ftate of fouls 
-** departed." 

So then Luther ftill perfifted that the fouls of 
the predeftinate were at reJl. But before we , 
•precede to examine thefe particular paffages in 
the conimcntary on Gemfis^ it will be neccffary 
to premifc the following confiderations, 

1; That Lutjber himfelf acknowledges ht 
-Was fomedmcs obliged to take methods of cx- 
•pounding fcripture which he himfelf did riot 
approve, in gratiam auditorum (z) . 

2. That this commentary on Gene fisy was 
delivered at 7^///^w^^r^ in way of public lec- 
tures, ta a promifcuous company of fcholars 
and others, from the year 1536 to the year 
1 545. They were not intended for publication, 
till Luther underftood that Crudger, Rorarius, 
and others, had taken them down in writing. 
The account he himfelf gives of them is re- 
markable enough to be tranfcribed. Extempo- 
raliter et populariter omnia diSia funt^ prout in 
huccam venerunt verba^ crebro et mixtim etiam 
ijermanica^ wrbofius certe quam vellem (a) . 

• 

• (z). Scckehdorf. u. s. lib. li. p. 24. 
\a] Idem lib. iii. p. 669. 

Q_3 3. That 
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3, That fome difputes had happened among 
his followers upon the queftion, what becomes 
vf the foul after death ? which Luther affigns as 
the rcafon why he meddled with the queftron-at 
all (b) : which difputes, by the way, he had 
endeavoured all along to filcnce, by faying, 
" that nothing is revealed to ixs on that head, 
^^ and that it is ra{h to a0irm any thing about 
^* it without the word of God (c)'^ 

4. It is certain that the general prejudice 
was againft Luther*^ opinion » The article of 
the interceffiqn of faints which led directly to the 
praftice of invocatien^ ftuck long with many 
Proteftants, even whole churches, and Luther 
himfclf was obliged to compromife matters with 
theni as well as he could, even fo late aa the 
year 1539 (d). And what wonder that in thefe 

circum- 



{h) Ego quidem propterea earn diiputationem attingo, ut 
praecidam et amoveam curiofas aliorum quaeftiones et 4irpU'- 
tationes. . In Genejin. xxv. 8. 

[c) See his annotation on Ifaiah Ixiv. 15, and compare it 
with what he fays on Matth. xvi. 25. 

{d) Seckenderf. Index tertius. 3upple|id. ad ann. 152^^ 
And in the year 15399 it [was among the inftrudions of 
thofe who were appointed to vifit the March^ of Brandenburg^ 
<* that they ibould injoin xhe Paftors, to bring men 
♦* degrees^ from the faints unto God ; that this would b< 
*' be done by teaching them that there was neither precept^ 
•' example, nor form in the fcriptures for the invocation of 
** faints.— But that thefe things fliould be inculcated with 
^< caution and modejily^ left the faints ihould be contumeH* 
** oufly treated,, and deprived of their true honour." Seckenp> 
dorf^ 1. iii. p. 238. Maimhourg^ in his hiftory of Lutheran 
nifm^ fays, that at the conference held, at v^^i<>^£, i53Qb 
on the defign of reconciling the Proteftants and the Papifts, 

- « th^' 
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clrcumftaiiccs, and in a public ledure to which, 
all forts of people had acccfs, Luther (hould en^ 
deavour to put the determination of this queftion * 
upon fuch a footing, that they among the Pro^ 
teftants who W(:re diipofed to honour and revere 
the faints, (houjd neither be fqandalized at his 
treating them a? non-^xifients^ nor take occafioa 
from his conpefHons, to call for their interceifion 
by prayer and adoration ? 

Let us now fee how far this commentary on 
Genefis may be fuppdfed to have been adapted 
to thefc circumftances. I fhall give the cita- 
tations in Luther s own words, that they rhay 
not be fufpeAed to be mifreprefented by an 
unfaithful tranllation, 

^* GEN, XXV. 8. Abraham coUeSlus ejl ad 
** populos fuos] llxc verba fpiritus fan£ti neuti* 
" quam otiofa funt nee dicuntur beftiis, qu© 
f * jion eunt ad patres et populos fuos ; fed ha« 

*^ the former owned that faints and angels intercede for us, and 
** were therefore to be honoured but not invoked." \Seekendaff 
does not contradict this, where it falls in his way, IaI. ii. p, 
J 78. He only obferves that both (Ides agreed, that invocatioa 
was not commanded in fcripture. Afterwards indeed, v/z, 
lib. iii. p. 548, in anfwer to the bifhop of Hllderjbdniy who 
infilled on the fame fad : Seckmdorf^ fays, ^^ he does n^ 
^' find any fuch conceilion was ever made, either at the 
*• conference at Augfburgh^ or elfewhere." The faft feems 
to have been, that MfhnSihony a man of peace and meeknefs, 
^ had been too (oft and tender upon this head of intercefiion, 
and might be underftood to give it up* Melan^hon^s timi«< 
dity drew upon him the reproaches of Luther at certain 
times ; on other occaiions, when it proceeded to dejcftion 
and despondency, l,taber was as ready to comfort andv en«^ 
courage him, 

♦« minibus 
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minibus, et teftantur reftare poft-hanc vitain 
aliam et tneliorem ; quin etiam ante Chrifti 
adventom, fuifle popuiuni viventium qui ha- 
bitant in terra viventium, et ad quos emigra- 
runt. pii. Inde ergo patres intcUexerunt re- 
** furredionem et vitam aeternam,-*— *De im- 
*^ piis hoc. non dicitur, fed eft fcrmo de fahfiis 
'' et iuftis." . ; 

. Thus far Luthei^ attempts only to draw from 
thefe MTords a general proof of ^ refurredion 
and eternal life; aad this, he fuppofes, they 
fuggefted to the patriarchs. What he meant 
by a living people^ inhabiting the land of tbe 
^isuingi we fhall fee prefcntly. In the mean 
time, be it obferved, that according to Luther 
the wicked and impious are not comprehended 
among the inhabitants of the land of the living. 
He proceeds next to the qucftion concerning the 
•ftate of (ouls. after this life. 

Porro hoc loco quaeftio agitari poteft de 
itatu animarum pofthanc vitam. '-'-—-^implex 
autem refponfio eft quam Chriltus prasfcribit, 
cum inquit, Matth. xxii. Deus non eft mor^ 
*** tuorum Deuif fed viventium. Inde cerd 
fumus vivere animas, et dormire in pace» 
nee torqueri ullis cruclatibus. Idque multi 
loci fcripturae fan<3:3B comprobant, quod poft 
mortem nop morimur,^ fed vivimus fimpli^ 
.^^ citcr : ficut fententiae admodum claras Efait^e 
** teftantur. Viri mifericordia coUiguntur^ et 
** nemo attendit nee curat. Jujius fublatus, eft 
** ante calamitatem^ et antequam veniant arummt^ 
" intrat in pacem fuam, et requiefcitin cubiculo 
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^^ fno. Quidctint fandti molliter et tranquiHei 
•* (icut in Apocalypfi\s.{\z\\xx vox de coelo ; A 

modo jam dicit fpiritus, ut requiefcant a labor i^ 

bus fuUr • 

This is our Reformer's idea of the land of tbe^ 
living iheritioncd above, the foul lives Jimply^ 
Jleeps in peace^ without being tormented. But it 
is remarkable that though thefe expreflions may ; 
feem to include all £buls whatever, and that all 
fouls in this ftate were fo afleep as to be void of 
all fehfation, yet his proofs from Ifaidb and the 
Jipocalypfey only come home to the faints^ and* 
the righteous. Does » he mean then that the 
fouls of the faints and of the righteous livefinf 
ply J fleep in peace, infenfible of joy, as well as-* 
of pain and torment ? This he feems to have 
apprehended, might give offence, and therefore ; 
qualifies it as follows. 

" Differuht tamen fomnus five quies huju^ 
*' vitae, ct futurae. Homo enim in hac vita de-, 
" fetigatus diurno labore, fub noftem intrat cu- 
**• biculum fuum tanquam in pace, ut ibi dor-. 
" miat, et ea no(3:e fruitur quiete, neque quic-; 
" quam^ fcit de ullo raalo, five incendii, five 
** c»dis. Anima.autem non fie dormit, fed vi-* 
*^ gilat, et patitur vifiones, loquglas angeWrun^^ 
*f et Dei. Idebfomnus in futura vita profundior- 
" eft quam in hac vita, et tamen coram Deo 
"vivit." 

This, I fuppofe, is ^^ reSlijication oi Luther ^ 
former opinion mentioned by the Lutheran di- > 
vine. Aiid to what does it amount ? Ev^n to 
tbis, *^ The foul is in a watchful, drowfy, ac-. 

*^ tive. 
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*^ tive, pafiiVc ftate, aded upon by vlfibns and 
** convcrfations of God and angels, even while it 
** is in a more profound .Ikep than that of a man 
" in this life who is confcious of nothing/' Does 
not this look liker a chambermaids riddle, than 
the fober fyftem of a learned divine ? And did 
ever any man of common fenfe exprefs himfcif 
in fo ftrarige a mannet' who bad a mind to be un^ 
derjload ? And what ftiall we make of what fol-* 
lows ?- 

" Hac fimilitudine quam habeo a fomlia viven- 
*f tis hominis contentus firm* In iUacilim eft 
^^ pax-et quies, Putat fe^ dormiviffe vhc unam' . 
^' a ut alteram horam, et tamen videt animam ita 
**dormir^ ut etiam vlgilet/* 

But ih the paragraph immediately foregoingj, 
his Luther % fleeping man was conjcious of no» 
things and in this very circumftance he places 
the diifFerenc?c betweien the fleep of ti livine man ^ 
and the flcejJ of a departed foul. Here he makes 
the fleep of the living man, awi the fleep of ^ 
departed^ foul to correfpoftd throughout. For 
thus he concludes, 

*^ Sic anima poft mortem intrat fuum cubicu-ii 
<* luHi,- e^ pacem, et dormiens, non fentit fuum" 
** fomnum, et timen fervat Dcus vigilantem a-» 
" nimam. Itar Deus poteft excitare tieliam, 
** Mofin, &CC. et fie regere ut vivant. Scd quo- 
*' modp ? Nefcimus. Suflicit fimilitado fomni 
*^ corporalis, et quod Deus affirniat ^{fe fomnum 
** quictem et pacem-" 

Can any thing paint in more lively colours the 
diftrefi of a man who, fearing to give offence^ 

is 



is labouring to conceal his real fentiments, under 
k cloud of words wkhoiit any confiflcncy, or ih^ 
deed any fcnfe in them ? 

Mr. Bayle however feerrts to have acquiefccd 
m this account of his ccrrrefpondent, without 
giving himfelf the trouble to confider whether 
ivcn the fort of flecp, mentioned in thefe pafT- 
ages o( Luihers commentary, would not admit 
"6f all the confequences that might be drawrl 
from the mortality of the foul. The Icainied 
Dr. Jortin too, upon the credit, as it fhould 
fcem, of this fame letteir of the Lutheran divine 
to Mr. Bayle:, has thought fit to fay^ ** Luther's 
'* laft and fettled opinion feems to have been, 
** that the fouls of the good are in a ft ate of fe- 
*' licity fe).'' A certain fign that neither hr, 
lior Bdyie^ had confulted the pafTages to which 
the Lutheran d.vine refersi Since nothing can 
be farther from all idea q& fettletnent than the 6b^ 
ftul-e and fliiftuating notions we have juft exhi^ 
bited. 

~ . Dr, Jortin indcfed aftewards refdrs tts to tvfq 
paffages in Luther s Colloquia ntenfaliit (f) pub- 
lifhed by Bell, that may ftem to favour his ieni- 
timents concerning Luther^ fettled opinion^ 
l^^hich it will be rteceflkry confider; 

- '' lam perfuadcd, fays Luiher^ of all thofc 

" of wHttm the fcripture faith, And hejlept with 

' *^ his fathers^ that they are all In hckven, for thb 

** word [fleep] (hewcth fdmething that is good 

(f) lAk of Erafmt4s ^, 336. /. 

• R it* 
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V- in the fcriptures (gJ.'\[J;lcTe tl^c citation .59^$; 
ill -the Dr/s book ; bu| iji Bffl\^ 'Lutp^r gocsi^^n; 
thus, " But of whom ft is ,?^ritjen, ^bey-per^, 
*t /?/a^J^ tf^^^, ^W Jlam hy^ the enemtes^ sw-nvere 
«5 devoured and tern in piefei by 'i^ild bf{yis\^^^Q^ 

*' lam pcrfuadedthatthpy afe loft and -^jijOic^ 
: I imagine it; will hafrdly be thought that_^ll 
Luther % fentimqnts rftaUcd in this apocrypha^ 
QolW^ion, ^are accurately repcM-te^. Be* that as^ 
it may, it is» plain that Luther here i^ inferring 
feom. certain expreflions* in^ icripture,. thij?'happ3r 
or miferablc condition of certain pcrfons Sfj^er^thijf 
lifii whofe end is defcribed in ;thofe\ex;pf e{lionSf 
It is; like wife plain, from; Z/«//&^r*s faying that 
they who die by violence, are loft and damnedyihzt 
he' is fpeaking of the j?w/ (and notofth^ inters 
mediate fiate) both 'of the, one and ttie other>» 
To hcfaved'y and to \^^^n heaven ^ ar.Q,,. in popui^ 
Jar language, tl>e fata?; thing, ai§ to be happy \ 
iind are often ufed^o ^prefs the condition 6€ 
good men departed when the feparate ft^t^^ qf 
their fouls is; n^ver. tl)^j:igltt <>fM , Xl#.partipu. 
larly is L^tbers cgrpfpionjl^nguage. 1J1IX94 /^^ 
queftion been pyt tq hit%.\^^he.ther he th<;)ijgh(t 
John the Eied:or of Saxony aboyeiij,erTitioi)ed,' wa^ 
V» beaven ? He woujd .0>(>i^.. cert^itlly* i^y^ ,,$nr- 
iwered art^ ,thev affirrjiatiyj? 5/arid yj^ wcih^T^'feen 
that he. would haife fpg4nt:this,^fl.o^;.:9J?s./^^/^^ 
but of future. Mikity. . -^t jwrj^t, .fofclox^'s will 
put the matter out of :aU d«ubt. • ., 1 ] 1 .. 

The other paflage is this, ***^Your fon, fays 
" Luther to a difconfolate, father, is well, pro- 

(g) Colloq* Menf. p. 301. ;...,'. 1 

cc vidcd 



//• 



^* vidcd for ; he liveth now ' with Chrlft. Q ! 
" would t6 God that I had finifhed my courfe, 
** I would nofwUh me.here again (h).'' 
. Thd f):refs here, I fiipjpolc, is laid" upon the 

' ieceafeafon's^ Ihing with Cbriji. It is pity the 
worthy Df. did not tad his tye towards the bot- 
tom of the page whetlce' this citation is taken. 

' |Je Would mere have found Lutbers o'wn com- 
ment Upon thefe and the Hkeexpreflions. For 
haviftg there, reprefented a perplexed pcrfon in 

'tribulation, objefting that the faying of St, Paul, 
Rom, V. I. T^Hey who en jujiijied by faith ^ bave 

feace^ititb Hod^ &c..is not verified in thofe good 
men WfiQ are not at peace in the prefent life, he 
anfwers, "True it is they have peace in faith, 

'/* but the fame^^peacfe'isV^'yj^iJ/^, and furpafleth 




that if thefe are the only teftii^oriies which can 
be prqduced ,out .of jhis folio book of above 500 
pages 'for Jjuther^ fettled opinion, they muft be 
^ very thin fown. But, be they more or fewer, 1 
will erigage,tof tohfroht them with an equal 
nur)i6er on* the'otKejf fide out of. this ^ery col- 
lection. ' 

• * ♦ » ' 

r fhall however tlow clofe the prefent dif- 

-quifition yithan indifputable proof tnat Luther* s 

lateft, and on ihat account, real opinion con- 

ceifning the ftate of the dead, was conformable 

to 'his commentary on Ecdes. ix. io» his reflec- 

J - (h) ColL Men/, p. 402. 

• - ' R 2 tion 



[ i?4 ] 
tbn on the death of Jfhn ploftor of Sa:(ony,^v^ 
his letter to jimfdorf: and that upoh better au- 
thority than that pf the folloquies. 

• Sleidan^ fpeaking of Luther s behaviour on the 
4?y of hi? d^ath, teTjs us, " Ipter eaenandum, variis 
** de rebus locutus, hpcetiam intpr alia rpgahat, 
*' num in illd feippiterni vita, fimus alter alterum 
^' recpgnituri ? ctjmque illi averpnt ex ipfo fcir?, 
^- quid, inquit, accidit ^damo? niinqupm ille 
" yiderat_£i;j;w J fed, cuni illaqi formaret De^s, 
^* ajtiffima quiete fopitys, dorniiebat j expifrgc- 
** fadlus aPtem cum illam yideret, nop rogat, 
^* qu8B fit ? aut undc v^niat ? fed carrieai efl? de 
*^ fua carne dipit, et c^sdc fuisoffibu?. . Qjii vera 

• * fciebat iftyd ? Niojirum fpiritu fando plenus^ 
** et vera Dei cognitione praedituSi^ jta proaunei- 
^^ abat. Ad eundem modum^ nos etiam in altcr^ 
^' vita renovabimur per Chriftum, et p^rentcs^ 
Tuxores, liberos, et quicquid eft, muUo per- 
^* fcftius agnofcemus quam tunp J^i^am Adami^s 

, *^ cognovit (i),'' 

Luther here confiders thofe who wH J^now 
their friends in that ctermi lifcy as in the fanxe 
ftat? that Adfim was when Eve was iirft pre- 
fcnted to \{\my namely, juft fiwaked out of a 
deep fleep. The renewal by Chrift cannot pof- 
fibly mean any thing but the refurrecuon of the 
dead ^ and thefe two circumftanc;es, confidereci 
together, leave not the leaft room for a coq- 
fcious intermediate ftate; A plain proof that 
fautber n(Bv?r departed frqm the fentiments he 

(i) Skidan. lib. xvi. 488. 

4ifclofe4 
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4ifcIofed to Amfdorf in 1522, but retained to his 
dying moment^ the fame uniform idea of a t6«» 
tal fufpenfion of thought and confciouihefs dur- 
ing the interval between death and the refurrec-^ 
tion. 

The misfortune was that his more immediate 
"difciples were in sinother perfuaiion, and there^ 
fore, inftead of defending their mafter's doctrine, 
iet then^elves to prove he never held it {k) ; 
and thus leaving the main root of Popery ^ in the 
ground) it is no wonder they (hould have been 
unAiccef^fuI in pruning away the corrupt fruits 
which s^lways hav5> and always will fpring from 

^ (k) ' Seckendorf^ J fufped, wanted to conceal Luther*s fcnti- 
ments on the ii|tennediate ftate through a fooliih apprehen- 
fion of their being heretical ^ There ^re few traces of what 
J^uther thought on the fubjed in all his voluminous work. 
And though he gives an account of Qioft of his commenta-* 
!J:ies on the fcriptt;res, under the fevcral years in which they 
were publiil^ed, he never mentions l,utber^% opinion on the 
(late of the dead, except in one of two places, where Luther 
fays, there is nothing revealed ahcfut it in fcripture. Luther*^ 
reflexion on the death of the ele£lor of Saxony^ was too ftrik- 
|ng to lie on^itted, and had been recorded elfewhere. So 
iikeWife was his laft converfation concerning the knowledge 
of our friends in another life. But Seckendorf took care to 
foften the cffinjpje exprei&ons, as may be feen by comparing 
bis account of it p, 636. with Sleidan^s and Melchior Adam\. 
Thefe Ifttle partialitie$ will ftick to writers of the moft con- 
fummate integrity, of whom Seckendorf is in the foremoft 
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